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A CONDENSED 
ANTI-SLATERT BIBLE ARGUMENT. 



INTRODUCTION. 

The belief was long nearly uniTereal, and is yet Tery gene- 
ral throughout the Christian world, that the Scriptures do, to some 
extent, justify human slavery, as practised in this country. The 
object of the following chapters is to controvert this belief, and to 
prove that it is false and heretical, as well as dangerous and destruc- 
tive to human happiness ; that this belief is founded entirely on 
perrersioDs of the true meaning of certain passages in the Scrip- 
tures, and is entirely contrary to the apint of the divine volume, 
the letter of which condemns the practice with as much seve- 
rity as it did that of any other crime. The following argitmeai 
is presented for the calm and prayerful consideration of all Chris- 
tians, both in the Xorth and in ^e South. The tima has come when 
(as a learned writer justly remarks*), "neither the evidences of the 
Gospel, nor the solemnities of religion ; neither the constitution of 
the church, nor the rights of its members ; neither the divine right 
of bishops, nor the value of holy orders ; neither the spirituality of 
the soul, nor the materiality of the body, can escape the ordeal of 
free and ful^ discussion. Shall we, then, think it strange that Ame- 
rican slavery, with all its influences on the moral and political des- 
tinies of this great and mighty nation, shall, by the spontaneous con- 
cession of the whole civilized world, be allowed to escape inquiry, 
or be exempt from appearing in the presence of this august and 
powerful tribunal of Fbee Discussion 1 It cannot be imagined. 
Come it must, and come it will } and we may as well be prepared 
for it soon as late." 

• MHlsBPial AifaiiiKW, vol ii, 1 3, p. SO. 
3 
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D INTBOSITCTIOIf. 

Do not, kind reader, throw this aside, as the production of an ^bo- 
littonitt, but read it as the candid convictions of " A Citizen op 
ViRGiHiA," who has thought much on the subject, and examined 
critically the Bible Vith reference to his duty and obligations to 
those unfortunate beings who are held in bondage. My treating of 
the difficult, and io many, offensive subject of slavery, does not arise 
from any want of attachment to the South, or any disregard to its 
interests, much less does it arise from a disposition to trifle with the 
wishes or fears of those who may have fears on this matter. If I 
believed that discussion would have the effect that some apprehend 
from it, it would be with me a weighty consideration against ever 
publishing one line on the subject. But after lookingat the matter 
on all sides, and giving it a good deal of consideration, I am strongly 
inclined to the opinion that the danger attending slavery in the 
South depends very little, if at all, on a temperate discussion of the 
subject. 

A multitude of things must ever bind my affections to the South. 
I was born on tjie^ banks of Virginia's beautiful river Potomac, where 
my parents spent a considerable portion of their existence, almost 
in sight of the place where the mortal remains of Washington are 
deposited. Almost all my relations are there, or in slaveholding 
slates. All my early aroociations, all those untold bonds that bind 
us to the scenes of infancy and youth, most of those moral ties 
which unite us to those we love, for whom we have often prayed, 
and with whom we have taken " sweet counsel together, and walk- 
ed unto the house of God in company" — are Virginians. 

" With all tby faults I love thee still, my country — and still mast lore thee." 

Fellow-citizens, examine with me this important subject — and 
follow the guidance of the " lamp of life" in the path of duty, which 
is the sure road to Heaven; And let us remember " the example 
of Viiginia's noblest son, the Father of his country, who at the 
last hour, when the soul, in the light of an approaching eter- 
njty, sees with peculiar clearness the boundaries which separate the 
wrong from the right, Testored his' slaves to their natural Hghtt." 
And let us imitate one of Kentucky's bright stars, C. M. Clay, who 
in the face of all opposition emancipated thibteek slaves, while jet 
in health of mind and body. 



D,g,i,7?<iT,Google 



CHAPTER 1. 

DEFINITIOKS, 

In order tbe better to understand the subject it is necessary here 
to introduce a iew pMn definitions. Slavery has two definitioss 
— ^the direct and the indirect. The first of these is that it is 
the total deprivation of human rights ; the other that it is the reduc- 
ing of human beings to the condition of property, the same as 
other goods, wares, merchandise and chattels. Either of these 
definitions will answer for the purpose of ailment, though 
the latter is to be preferred, because it is the most familiar. 
There are a. variety of other ways in which mankind hold 
control over each other, and sometimes unjustly and oppressively ; 
but if the persons controlled be not held as property, they are not 
slaves. A Right is defined to be, the privilege or liberty of being, 
doing, having, orsuffering something at our own pleasure and discre- 
tion without the interference, interruption or hindrance of others — 
and to this discretion neither the law of God, nor the common law, 
nor any other just law, sets any other bounds than that we so exer- 
cise our owJi rights as not to infringe the same rights in other human 
beings. A Wrong is defined to be, any voluntary act which dis- 
turbs, interrupts, hinders, or destroys the free exercise of the rights 
of others — every such act being strictly forbidden by the law of 
God, and every other just law. Right and Wrong are, therefore, 
the everlasting moral and political opposites and antagonists of each 
other. Mr, Weld, in his valuable " Bible Ar|;ument," says, " En- 
slaving MEN IS REDDCIBQ THEM TO AHTICLES OF PfiOPEKTT~mak- 

ing free ^nts, chattels — converting persons into things — sinking 
immortality into merchandize. A ilave is one held in this condition. 
In law, he owns nothing and can acquire nothing." His right to 
himself is abrogated. If he says my hands, my body, my mind, ht- 
tdf, they are figures of speech. To ust himself for his own good 
ia a crime. To keep what he earns is stealing. To take his body 
into his own keeping is insurrection. In a word, the profit of his 
UBitei is made the mn of bis being, sad he a wure mmnt to that 
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end — a mere means to an end into which his interest! do not enter- 
of which they constitute no pordon. Man sunk to a thing! the 
intrinsic element, tb« principle of slayery. Men, bartered, leased, 
mortgaged, bequeathed, invoiced, shipped in cargoes, stored as 
goods, taken on executions, and knocked off at public outcry! 
Their rights, another's conveniences ; their interests, wares on sale ; 
their happiness, a household utensil ; their personal inalienable 
ownership, a serviceable article or a plaything, as best suits the 
humor of the hour ; their deathless nature, conscience, social affec- 
tions, sympathies, hopes — marketable commodities I We repeat it, 
" The beditction of persons to things !" Not robbing a man of 
privileges, but of himstlf ; not loading him with burdens, but mak- 
ing him a beast of burden j not restrainii^ liberty, but subverting it ; 
not curtailing rights, but abolishing them ; not inflicting personal 
cruelty, but annihilating personality; not exacting involuntary 
labor, but sinking man into an implement of labor } not abridging 
human comforts, but abrogating hvman nature ; aot depriving an 
animal of immunities, but despoiling a rational being of attributes, 
uncreating a ham to make room for a thing ! That this is American 
slavery is shown by the laws of the stave states. Judge Stroud, 
in his "Sketch of the Laws relating to Slavery," says, "The cardi* 
nal principle of %avery, tbat the slave is not to be ranked among 
sentient beings but among things, obtains as undoubted law in all 
of these (the slave) states." The law of South Carolina says,* 
"Slaves shall be deemed, held, taken, reputed and adjudged in 
law to be chatteb personal in the hands of their ownersand posses- 
sors, and their executors, administrators, and assigns, to all intents, 

CONSTEUCTIONS, AND PUKPOSKS WHATSOBVEE." 

In Louistana, " A slave is one who is in the power of a mas- 
ter, to whom he belongs ; the master may sell him, dispose of his 
person, his industry and his labor ; he can do nothing, possess no- 
thing, nor acquire anything but what belongs to his master. Civ. 
Code, Art, 35." Tried by these definitions, human 'slavery is one of 
the greatest wrongs existing in the world. 

* Btflv. Dig., 330. 
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CHAPTER II. 



Thb practice of human alaverf ia not condenmed in the Scrip, 
tures by thftt name, not mentioned in any of onr common lav 
definitions by the same name. But it is condenmed in the Scrip* 
tures under other names, and by descriptions, plainly and severely. 
There are many modern practices, such as piracy, duelling, gam- 
bling, &c., Which are not condemned in the Scriptures by those 
names, but by descriptions. In this way, though all the crimes 
against God and his religion have been legalised by men in this 
■world, they are all plainly described and condemned in the Scrip- 
tures, so that mankind are without any moral or just excuse for 
committing them. But that the practice of human slavery is thus 
condemned, b plainly jmiven, as follows : — 

I. By our slaveholding definitions, human slavery is described 
as property in man, and slaves are declared to be the |»oper^ of 
their masters or owners, and cannot own, possess, or enjoy anything 
but what belongs to their owners. But by our>common law defi- 
nitions, human slavery is compounded of the crimes of kidnapping, 
assault and battery, and false imprisonment. 

In 'Ex. xxi. 16 is a short description of the kidnapping and sale 
of one person by another, described as "man-stealing," the same 
being an entirely different transaction from the voluntary sales of 
servants by themselves, as described in ^Gen. zlvii. 19 — 23, ^Ex. xxi. 

' Andhelbat stealeth a man, and aelleth lum, oi if be lie (bund in his hand, he dudl 
Knreljr be put lo death.— Ex. ui. 16. 

> Wheiefore shall we die befoiE Ihine ejes, both ve and our land! buy us and oar 
land for bteadj and we and our land will be servants unto Pharaoh : and pre us aeed, 
that ve muy live, and not die, that the lutd be not desolate. And Joseph bought all 
theUn.IofEgyptforPhaiBoh; for the EByptiaas sold eTetj man bis field, becausB 
the famine pre-failed OTei them: so the land became Pharaoh's. And as for the pM. 
pie, he removed them lo cities from one end of the borders ofE^ypt even to the othei 
end thereof. Only the land of the prieets bought he Dot ; for the {aiesla had a poition 
tnigned tktm of Phsraoh, and did eat their portion which Pharaoh gave them ; vhaie- 
fore they sold not their knde. Then Joseph said unto the people, Behold, I l*vfl 
bought yoD this day and your land for Pharaoh : lo, here is aeed for yon, and ye sbal] 
sow the land.— Gen. livii. 19— 83. 

' If thou buy a Uebrev aeivanl, sii years he shall serve : and in the seventh he shall 
— — "-je for nothing. If he eameinby himself.he shall goontby himself: if he i 



married, then his vif^ shall go ont with him. If bis master have given hhn a wifa 
and she have home him arms or danghlers, the wife and ber children shall be het mas. 
to'i, and ha shall go oat by himself And it th* aeiraot tbtU jdainly tay, I love nxf 
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2—6, 'Lev. ixv. 39—47, «Deut. xv. 12, &c. By force of this one 
short Levitical statute, the act of vtan-autding (kidnapping), man- 
sellmg (Hlave-tradiDg), and man-holding (slaveholding), are, like 
several other crimes, condemned by the Levitical lav ; declared by 
the statute to be punishable vith ture death — it being very remark- 
able that the sentence of punishment ia expressed in the strong- 
est terms, see 'Lev. xxiv. 17, ^ Numb. xzxv. 30, 31, &c- ; 
thereby indicating that, in the sight of God, these sets are equal to 
the greatest crimes in guilt and enormity. The statute is also 
highly descriptive of property in man, or slavery ; for one adult 
person seldom ever seizes and sells another, or holds him in subjec- 
tion to himself, except as an article of property, or asa slave. 

II. But if there could be a reasonable doubt of the intent to de- 
scribe a property or slavish title, by the acta condemned in the fore- 
going statute, it ia entirely dispelled by the description of the same 
crime in ^Deut. xxiv. 7 ; where, in addition to the other descrip- 
tion, the crime is still further described as the " making merchan- 
dise" of the person stolen, as men seldom "make merchandise^ of," • 
or trade, or traffic in anything which they do not regard and treat as 



yirife, and my children j I will not goont lYee : thai his manei shall bihis 
ine judge* : he ihall also brine bim to the door, oi imta the door-jxMt : and 
r BluUl bore hii ear through viih an awl ; and h< ~ " 






* And if thy brother tliat dwelleth b j thee 1)e waxen poor, and be sold unto thee { 
thou Shalt not compel him to serve as a tKind'Servant. But u a hired servant, and 
as a saJDumeT he bEiUI be with thee, and stisll serve thee unto the year of jubilee : 
And then shall he depan from thee, hoA he and his children with hun, and shall re- 
tuiB unto Ilia own funily, and unto the poBseBsion of liis futhsis shall he return. For 
they are my servants, which I biougM forth oul of the Usd of Egypt ; they sball not 
be Bold BB bond.meD. Tbou elult not rule over him with ligor, bnt shsll fear thy God. 
Both thy bond-men, and thy hond-maids, whJcb thou eluUt liave, siiall be of the hea- 
then that are round Kboul yon ; of [hem shitll ye buy bond-men and bond-maids. 
Moreover, of the childrm of file BtrangerB that do sojourn among yoo, of them shall 
ye buy, and of theii families [hat are with von, which Ihey begat in your land: and 
they shall be your poBiesaion. And ye shall talce them as an inhenlance for your 
(^uidTen after you, to bherft them for & possession, [hey shall be youi l>oi]d'mGa for 
ever ; but over ypur brethren the children of Israel, ye shall not rule one over auolher 
With rieor. And if a eojourner or a stranger wax rich by thee, and thy biothei that 
dwellefliby him wax poor, and seE himself unto the stranger or sojonmer by thee, ol 
to the stock of the Btraoger's family:— Lev. iiv. 33—47. 

* And if thy brother, a Hebrew man, or k Hebrew woman, he sold unto Ihee, and 
Berre thee six years ; Ihen in the seventh year thou shalt let bim go ftee from thee. — 
Deut. KY. la. 

i Andhothatkillethanymanahallaurelybenut to death.— Lev. xilv. 17. 
t Whoeo tilleth ajiy person, the murderer slmll be put to death by the mouth of 
Witnesses : bnt one witness shall not lesUfy ajjainst any person to cause iiim to dia. 
Moreover, ye ahall take no satisfaction for the life of K murderer, Which is guilty of 
death : but he shall surely be put to death,— Numb. ixxv. 30, 91. 
-4^ > If nmaabe found stealing any of his brethren of the children of IbtbeI, and mak- 
' eth merchandise of him, or eellethhim ; then that thief shall die; and thou shall put 
aril away biaa among yon^— Deut, isiv. 7. 

tr;, ; ■■,'■- V ■ '■ ■ ••■■'-" <^'\,J'n-y' 
*"'■ ■ - -: ' ■: ,•■_,-■ ■ .- .' ■ 

' ^'^' . ' .. /:l'i t' 'I' ■■■■ 
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property. It is true, that the same phraae haa a different meaning 
in ' 2 Peter ii. 3, but what puts our tnterpretation of the principal 
text beyond a 4oubt, is the fact that the criminal is described as a 
" thief," for real thieves never steal anything but what they consi- 
der property, and which they hold, " make merchandise of," and 
otfaerwiae treat as property. We know by the description of 
" feigned words," or false and deceitful religicfus insbnction, used 
>D 2 Peter ii. 3, that the foregoing phrase is there used to describe 
ecclesiastical oppression, such as is condemned in ^Matt. xxiiL 4 — 11, 
and other passages, and has been practised in every age of the 
Christian church, and by nothing, perhaps, in so high and destruc- 
tive a degree, as by the false instruction, that human slavery is mo- 
rally justified by the Scriptures. 

III. The subject is perfectly illustrated in the seizure and sale of 
Joseph by his brethren to the Ishmaelites, and by the latter to Poti- 
phar, sQen, xzxvii. 23, 28, 36. Here is a case described at 
length, of the forcible seizure or kidnapping of one person by o.thers, 
of bis sale as an article of merchandise or property by them to others 
still for money, and of the subsequent side of him as property by 
the purchasers to another, all exactly as 'our slave seizures, andsales,- 
and purchases are now made. This transaction is represented in 

And tbiDi^h covetoDBDeaa sbal! the; itith feigned voids make meichandise of 
v — ,..j . r. , — .. — ,■ — Tethnotjindth-'-^ '■ •■—— 



le judgment cow of a long time lingeiet 
etb nol^2 tet. u, 3. 

* Foi the; bind bear; burdens, g,iid grierous to be borne, uid Is; tbem on men's 
■hmlden ; but the; (hemsclteB villnot move them with vae of their finKeni, But nil 
tbeir works the; do for to be seen of men : the; make broad their jiyliicterieB, and 
utlsrge the borders of their garments, and Iotb the uppermost looma at feasts, and 
the chief seats in the STOagogues, and greetinss in the markets, and to be called of 
men, Rabbi, Rabbi. But be not ye called BabBi : for one ia your Master even Christ r 
and all ;e ars brethren . And call no man yoar father upon the earth ; for one is ;onl 
Father which is in heawn. jfeilher be ;e caiJed masters : for one is your Mastfli, 
even Christ. Bui he that is greatest am«ig you, shall be your serrant. And whoso- 
ever shall erall himself, shall be abased ; and he that shall hiunble himself shall be 
eialted, Bot wo unto yon, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites ! for ve shot up the king. 
dom of heaven againsl men: for ye neither go in yourselves, neimer suffer ye them 
that ace entering to go in. Wo onto ;ou, scribes and Pharisees, hjfpocrilesl for je 
devour widows' houses, and for a pretence make long prayer: tbeiefore ye shall le- 
■ celvo the greater damnation. — Matt, jiiii. 4~14. 

s And it came to pass when Joseph was come unto bis brethren, that the; stiimed 
Joseph out of bis coat, bis coat of many colors that waa on him. And the; took him 
" 'lim into a pit : and the pit was empl;, there was no water hi it. And the; 
to eat bread: and die; lifted up theii eyes and looked, nnd behold a compa- 



down to eat bread: and die; lifted up theii eyes and looked, nnd behold a compti- 
■" ■ laelites came frojn Gilead, with tl ' • ■ ■ ■...,_ __> 

ing to carry it down to Egn't- - 
if we sla; our brother, and conceal his blood I 



)f Ishmaelites came frojn Giiead, with their camels bearing spicery, arid balm, a 



And Judah said unto his brethren, What 

.__^ , ceal his Wood 1 Come, and let us sell him 

> tbe Ishmaelites, and let not our hand tie upon him ; for be is our brother, 



Ishmaelites for twi 
tain of the guard. 



rchantmen ; and the; drew ap Joseph out of the pit, and so 



twenty pieces of silver : and they brought Joseph into Egypt. And 
sold bun Into Egypt unto Potiphnr, an ameer of Phaiach's, and cap- 
d.— Gen. uxvii. H— 38, 36. 
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> Gen. xlii. 21, 22, u worthy of the puniahment of death in thoae 
guilty of it, as a self-eTident and enonnoui crime agunst the lav of 
Nature. In Joseph's own deBcription of the transaction he states 
that he was " tfofen," * Qen. xl. 15. The crime committed upon him 
was, therefore, stealing, and as he was a man that crime was " man- 
stealing," the nature and consequences of which were precisely the 
same as those which everywhere uniformly attend the practice of 
human slavery^ or in other words, they are each precisely the same 
crime. It should be remarked in further illustration, that the bar- 
barities.and Itorrors which uniformly attend the practice of human 
slavery, as incidents to it, absolutely necessary to its support, are 
not recorded in this case as apart of the great crime so severely 
condemned. Notwithstanding his " ai^^ish of soul," Gen. xlii. 
21, we do not know but Joseph was as "well treated" as the 
best conditioned- of our slaves now are. The whole moral guilt 
of the transaction is represented in the passage quoted, as consisting 
in the conversion of Joseph into an article of property, qi rendering 
him a slave. This case is also highly instructive by its teaching us 
that human slavery is as great a crime against the law of nature, as 
it is agwnst the Scriptures or law of Revelation. The latter not 
havii^ been revealed to the Patriarchs, they were left to the guid- 
ance furnished by the dim light of the former, in consequence of 
which they committed many crimes, against both of these laws, of 
which they did not become sensible till they were brought into 
deep trouble by the same. 

By similar means the strongest advocates of human slavery may 
be convmced of its deep natural as well as revealed criminality, and 
it is indeed often thelast argument that cut be effectually used with 
such persons. Let them and their relations and (nends be but once 
enslaved themselves, and they will as readily see and acknowledge 
the natural and moral guilt of the practice, as Joseph's brethren did. 

IV. The same doctrine is also evident from the literal meaning of 
the Greet word andrapodistai, translated " men-stealers," ' 1 Tim. 
i. 10, as well as from the class of crimes connected with it in that 

I And they mid one to another, We ere verily guilty conceroiDg oni biolbei, In that 
we nw the aDgDlih of hli soul, when he beeonght in, end we wonld Dot hear ; there. 
fi>ie is thi> dieUen come upon tw. And Renban answered them, laying, Spake I not 
mtto yoa saying, Da not lia aKsinst the child ; and ye would not heBi ; tbeiefoie be. 
bold alK> U> blood ia reanteed.— Get. ilii. 21, S3. 

* Foi iadeed I -wtM tuiai away out of the land of the Hebreve : and here b1*o bare 
I done nothing that thef thould pnt ma into the dungeon. — Oen. il. 15. 

* Tot irhoiemoi^en, Ibr tbem that defile theauelTea with mankhid, for men-steal- 
«M, ibr liara, 6n perinred penoM, and If then be any othei thing that ie contrary to 
•nBddoctdu^l'nm.l.lO. . 
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and the preceding Terse, for according to this conuectton, whatever 
maa-8lealiiig be, it is equal to murder and the greatest and worst of 
other crimes ia enormity, and just as deserving of death by the Le- 
vitical or moral law. But this word (^andrapodutm) literally means 
" slave-owners" or'" " slaveholders," as Greek readers well know, 
and ought to have been rendered " slaveholders" to have a literal , 
English translation. The ancient Greek and Soman '^^andropo- 
cfi«fai" were bonijide slaveholders "to all intents, constructions 
and purposes," holding exactly the same relation to their slaves that 
OUT American slaveholders do to theirs, as ancient Greek and Bo- 
man history fully teslifies. But I do not complain of any pervert 
sion in the common English translation, for I have not the least 
doabt but what l^e men-stealers, men-sellers, men-huyers and men- 
holdera described in ' Ex. xxi. 16, and \ Deut. xxiv. 7, were bon& 
fide slaveholders, so that since man-stealing, &c., and human slavery 
are the same identical crime, either translation is correct ; nor do I 
care which translation our modem advocates of slavery prefer, for 
according to the literal spirit and meaning of the principal text and 
its connection, the practice of slavery is as great a crime as murder, 
&c., and equally deserving the punishment of death as they are. 
The Greek word for slave is andrapoda (literally man foot, or, man- 
trodden under foot), while the word for " slaveholders" is andra' 
podistai (literally vien jeel owners or holders), exactly corresponding 
in meaning with our English words " slaves" and " slaveholders ;" 
just as the practice of ancient Grecian slavery exactly corresponded, 
in every material respect, with that pursued in the United States. 
As human slavery is a practice entirely of heathen origin, it was to 
be expected that when it was adopted among Christians from the 
heathen, it would in a material respect be supported by the same 
means, appear the same thing both in practice and name, and so far 
as its influence extended heathenize those Christians that adopted it. 
V. The same doctrine is strongly corroborated by the language 
used in James v. 4<, and its connection of context. " Bi^old the 
hire of the laborers wtuch have reaped down your fields which is of 
you kept back by fraud, crieth ; and the cries of them which have 
reaped, are entered into the ears of the Lord of Sabhaoth." ' Lan- 
guage like this imports death and destruction all over the Scriptures, 

I And he lha.t itealeth & mui, and lelleUi bim, or if he be found in his hand he shsll 
eaietv be put to deatb^Ei. iii. 16. 

3 If a nun be fonnd slealing taj of his bTelhren of the children of IerBd,Biid mafc* 
etb merchiuidise of him, oi ■ellath Mm ; then that Ihief dulldie [ snd thou sbslt 
fat eTil STsy Aom anuoig jm. — Denl. nit. T. 

^ ^.^ , ->-^- ' 
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ai puniahmenta due to the greatest Crimea only. Id the wide BomBn 
£mpire, where most of the Apostles resided and preached, . there 
were no other laborers except slaves but what were entitled to and 
received wages by law, so that the Apostle in this passage must have 
referred to slaves and to their condition and treatment alone, as evi- 
dence of the greatest criminality in their owners. And since the 
Apostle's language imports in the Scripture sense death and destruc- 
tion as punishment due to the greatest crimes only, we necessarily 
infer from such premises, as a plain Bible doctrine, that human 
slavery is a crime justly deserving the punishment of death in those 
who practise it. No opposite inference can be justly derived fronj 
the passage. 

VI. The same doctrine is also evident from the descripUon of one 
of the crimes of the mystical ," Mother of [Harlots" in ' Rev. xviii. 
13, which was " merchandise (that is trading in as property) • • ■ • 
and slaves and souls of men," which so far as it goes is an exact 
description of human slavery. As death and destruction are repre- 
cented in this chapter as punishments justly due to those who pur- 
sue this kind of merchandise or traffic, we are also compelled to 
draw the same inference as the foregoing. This inference Is strongly 
corroborated by the fact, that most of the objects enumerated in the 
passage are morally lawful subjects of trade and traffic, and as these 
terrible punishments were justly due for crime of some kind, they 
must at any rate have been for that of trading in slaves — a terrible 
warning to us not to pursue the practice of any mixture of good and 
evil. The mystical character here described is generally believed 
among Protestants to mean the Roman Catholic Church, and as a 
historical fact worthy of notice in this connection it is proper to 
state, that tlie practice of negro slavery among Christians, as well aa 
the scriptural perversions by w^hich it was justified, first originated 
among the members of that Church, though as the same wicked 
practice and perversions were immediately adopted by the various 
Protestant sects, the infe^rence has been drawn that they are the 
daughlert of "the Mother of Harlots," 'Rev. xvii. 5, and will pat- 
take of the punishment for her sins, so far as they have been guilty 
of her crimes. 



toalsofmen.— Rev. iviii. 13. 

i And upon hei forehead w»b a name written, MYSTERY, BABYLON THE 
GREAT, THE MOTHER OF HARLOTS AMD ABOMlMATIOIfB OF THE 
EASTH^RsT. xtU. t>. 



. ■.'. .•'-'/ .7// jrj ;t '■■•v-o 
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VII. The same doctrine is also strongly to be inferred from the 
natural import of the language used in Buch passagea as' Jer. xzil. 
13, * Hab. ii. 9-11; *Mal. iii. 5, &c.; where the compulsory labor <^ 
the poor and helpless without w^s, as in the case of slaves, ii 
threatened with the temporal if not the eternal destructioQ of those 
who practise this kind of oppression, such deBtnictioii as the scrip- 
tural use of the word "wo" always imparts. Certainly these terri- 
ble passages include the case of oppressed slaves and their oppressive 
owners, if they do or cui any case. So the depriving the poor and 
helpless of the wages justly due them for labor and other lervicea 
performed, is everywhere denounced in the Scriptures as one of 
the greatest sins that men can commit, and as sure to be punished with 
the utter destruction of the criminals and their families and poster- 
ity, see * Ex. xxii. 22-24; *Lev.xix. 13; 'Deut. xv, 9; Deut. 'xxiv. 
14, 15 ; ' Job xxvii. 13-23 ; « Prov. xxti. 22, 23, &c.; as these paa- 

■ Wo nDto him that buUdeth hi« house bf mii^hteonmeii, and hit clismbers by 
wfoqB ; that oaetb his neighboi'B lerrice wiUioat mges, lud giretb him nac for In* 
wort^-Jer. uii. 13. 

1 Wo to him that covctelh aa qtU coTCtaosien to hi> home, thai he may aet hla 
Deal on liigh, thai he may be delivered from the power of eril ! Thou faast consulted 
shame to thy bouse by mtttns off many people, (tnd hast Binned iguoBt thy seal. 
For the atone shall ory out of the wall, and the beam oul of the timber iluill auswei 
lt^Hab.ii.9— 11. 

3 And 1 will come near to you to judgmeot, and I wUl be a awlft witness ■.gainst 
the gorceters, and asainst the adulterers, and against falte swearers, and against those 
that oppress the hireling in iuswaaes, the widow, and the &Iheiless, and that torn 
aside ihe slrangei from his risht, vid feat not me, saiththe Loan ofhosts.-Mal, iii.S. 

< Ye shall not afflict anj' Widow, or fatheiless child. If thou afflict them in any 
Wise, and (hey cry at all unto me, I will surely hear their cry ; and my wrath shaO 
wu hot, and I wm Icili you with the sword ; and your wives shall be widows, and 
your eliildren fttberiesa.— Ei iiii.aS~24 

i Thou slult not defraud thy noighhor, neither rob him : the wages of him that ia 
hired shall not abide with thee all night until the momlng^LeT. m. 13. 

B Beware that there be not a thought in thy wiclied heart, saying. The serenth 
year, the year of release, is at hand ; and thine eye be eril against thy poor brother, 
and thou gtrest bim naught ; and he cry unto the LoKD ^^inst thee, and It be ala 
unto thee^Deul. IT. 9. 

T Thou Shalt not oppress a hired servant that la poor and needy, whether be be of 
thy brethren, or of thy strangers that ate m thy land withhi thy gates : at his dsT 
-I — _i.-i. _■ — t!_ t^j hire, neither shall the sun go down upon il, foFhe is poor, and 
.... I... I.., ^^ against thea unto the Loan, and It be sin mtto 

B Tbis is the portion of a wicked man with God, and the heritage of oppresson, 
which they shall receive of the Almighty. If his children be oiulliplied, it is for the 
sword : andliis oSspring shall not be satisfied with bread. Those that remain of him 
ahall be bnried in death ; and his widows aliall not weep. Though he heap up ailvM 
OS Ihe dust, and prepare raiment as tbe clay; he may prepare il, but the just shall 
put it on, and the innocent shall divide the silver. He bnildsth his house as a moth, 
aad as a booth tiiat the keeper moketh. The rich man shall lie down, but he shall 
not be gathered: be openelh bis eyes, and he is not. Terron take hold on him at 
waters, a tempest stealolh him away in the night, Tbe east wind carrieth him awaji, 
and he departeth : and as a elorto hnrlelh luni out of his place. For God ataall cost 
upon him, and not spare : be would fain flee out of bis hand. Men shall cUp their 
hands at him, and ahiltbisshtai out of his place.— '-■■ —*' ''''■ "" 

9 Hob not the poor, "" ' " ' --■-..— 

for the Lord will pi 
— Ptor. xzu. SS, S3. 
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■ages cenaialy include the case of slaves and their emUTers, to 
their moral teaching is, that God will punish with utter retributiTe 
destruction those who practise the sin of slavish oppression. 

A Virginia preacher of the Gospel* has said, " The fact that sla- 
very was introduced among us, not by ourselves, hut by our fore- 
fiithere, is almost constantly brought forward as an excuie for our 
practice. Admitting that this may be some palliation, a moment's 
reflection might satisfy any one that we are not justified in living 
in a practice in itself wrong by the faot that our fathers acted so 
before us. The laws of civil society, the conduct of man with man, 
the history of God's dealings towards nations and individuals, as well 
aa the e:xpreBs declarations of bis Word, are all opposed to this plea 
of justification. How can you read your Bible and not see as a mat- 
ter of fact, that the sins of our fathers instead of justifying us in living 
in the same, will assuredly, unless we repent, be visited on us 1 It 
is laid down as a principle of God's providential government that he 
will visit the sins of the fathers on the children onto the third and 
fourth generation. This is explained in Ezek. xviii. as especially 
applicable to those cases in which children . continue in the same 
sins in which their fathers lived. The way, and the only way, to 
escape visitations for the sins of our fathers, is to forsake those sins, 
and as faraa may be correct the evils they have done. Not only is 
this principle plainly taught iu Scripture, but it is illustrated by 
examples, and some on the very point in question. 

" The generation of the Egyptians that were visited with such 
heavy judgments for enslaving Israel, did not begin the work of en- 
slaving that people ; it was commenced long before. They found 
it in existence, received it from their fathers, and were probably 
the third or fourth generation that had practised it. They followed 
the footsteps of their fathers ; and while probably making this iden- 
tical excuse, the cloud of vengeance was gathering over them, 
which swept over them as with the besom of destruction. 

" So it was with the Babylonians, and the nations that acted with 
them, in oppressing Israel, that ' held them fast and refused to let 
them go.' God visited ontl.em their own sins, and the sins of their 
fathers ; gave them up to spoil and slavery, and caused it to ■ be re- 
compensed unto them according to their doings.'- The practice <d 

• Ber. J, D. PuloD, foimcTlrPutoiof the Cambeiluid CoDgregallon, Viiglnla, fn 
abookof SOOpaBes, entiUed " Xrflm on Sfovtry," published bj A. T. SkiUmati, Lei- 
ii^oD, Sj., 1633. 
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■laTery may have been going on about as long among ns ai it did JM. 
Egypt ; and while some are pleading in excuie that ire did otA 
begin it, they ieemto foi^t that, according to God's word, Te are 
the generation at which the Divine threatening begins to look hard. 
The very fact that it has gone on so long, is in proof that the cup 
of iniquity must be filling up, and the bitter .waters almost ready to 
overflow." 

VIII. Abundant additional evidence of the tame doctrine is found 
in the fact, that the holding, exchanging, bartering, buying, selling 
and otherwise trading in buman beings as property, and the licen- 
tiousness and prodigality, tyranny and cruelty produced by those 
practices are represented as among the greatest sins and threatened 
with the severest Divine Judgments and punishments, in various 
other parts of the Scriptures, see 'Deut. xxviii. 6S; *2 Chron. 
xxviii. 8-15 ; ' Keh. v. 5-15 ; * Ps. iliv. 12 ; * Isa. lii. 3-6 ; 'Jot. 

1 And the LoiD shall biiog thee iato Egypt again vithshipa, by the mj wheraof ''' 
I apake mito thee. Thou ttaitaee it no mote Bgain: and there ts Bball be told unto / 
joar eDcmiai for boDd-meo and bond-vomeD, and no num ahall bur tou. — Deut. 
iiTiii.68. ' ^ 

■ And the ddldren of Inael onied airay captive of tbeii bTelhren tvo hundred 
thiniaand, vomen, soOB, and danghten, and took iIbo away much spoil ^m them, 
and bcou At the spoil to Sunarlii. But a prophet of the Lobd <ms there, whose name 
was Oded i and be went out befoie the host thai cune to Bamuia, and said unto 
Ibem, Behold, becauae the Loan God of yoia fatheis was wiath with judah, he hath 
delivered them- into yon> band, and ye luve alain them in a raee that reachetli up M 
heaTen. And now ye purpose to beep under the childreo aC Judah and Jerusalem for 
bond-men and bond-women unto you : but are there not with you, even with you, sins 

XiUBl the LoBD your God ? Nov hear me therefore, and deliver the captives again, 
ch ye have taken captive of your brethren ; for the fierce wrath of the Lobd ii 
Then certain of the heads of the children of Ephraim, Azariah the son of 
erediiah the son, of HesbUlemoth, and Jehiikiah the aon of Shallum, and 
son of Hadlai, stood up against them that csioe t*om the war, and said 



ffi 



onto tbem, Ya shall not biing in tbe captives hither : for whereas we tkave if ended 

against the Lord already, ye mtend to add more •" ■ •* ' ' '— 

our trespass is gtest, and there is fierce wrath ai 
the captives and the " "' ' ''— "■" ' 



against the Lord already, ye mtend to add more to our sins and lo our trespasi : fi 
~ir trespass is peat, and there is fierce wrath against Israel. So the aimed men Is 
le captives ai ' 



iptives and the spoil before the princes andaU the congregation. And the men 
which were eiptassed by name rose up, and taak the captives, aod with the spoil 
elotlied ail that were naked amon^ them, and arrayed them, and shod (hem, and gave 
them to eat and to drink, and anointed them, and carried all (he feeble of them apon 
aaaes, andbraDght them to Jericho, tbe city of palm-trees, and lo their brethren : uita 
they returned lo Samaria. — 3 Chron. uviii. S — 15. 

i Yet now imt flesh is as the fiesh of our brethren, our children as their children : 
and lo, we bring into bondage our sons and our daughters to be servants, and some of 
our daiwhlsTs are brought into boadage already : neither is it in our power to redeem 
them 1 for o^iei men have qui lemda and vineyards. And I was very angry when I 
beaid their ery and these words. Then I consulted with myself, and I rebuked the 
nobler, and the ndecs, and said unto them, Ye exact usury, every one of bis brother. 
And I set a greal assembly against them. And I said unto them. We, after om 
ability, have redeemed out brethren the Jews, which were sold unio the heathen | 
and will ye even sell your brethren t or shall they be sold unto as 1 Then held thejf 
their peace, taiA found nothing to answer. Also I said. It is not good that ye do : 
ought ye not to walk in the fear of out God because of tbe reproach of the heatlien 
out enemies 1 I Ukeitise, and my brethtrai, and my servants, might exact of them 
money and con: I pray you, lei aa leave off this usury. Restore, I pray you, to 
tttem, even tbU day, llietr lands, tbeii -riaejwcia, theii ofiveyaids, and Owii hogtea, 
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XV. 13, U i 'Eze. xxrii. 2, 13, 26—36 ; •Joel iii. 3-8; 'AmoB ii. 
6,7; "OhB. ll;"Nah.m. lOj »» Zech. li. 6, &c. Accordii^ to 

also tbe bnndredth part of tb« motie;, uid of the cotn, the iriiie, and the oU, ttuit ye 
ettct of them. Then xud (hey, We will lestjiie Uiem, and vm requlie aolhing of 

.V -.,• — J, .^.... ..^„., -^.^ J jjUgij (j,g priests, and took an oath o' 

' '" 'lio I "hook my lap, andsai^ 

, , , IB labor, that pecformeth n 

this pTomisG, even thus be he BhsJien out, and emptied. And all the cm^regatton. 
■aid, Amen, and piaiBe the Lord. And the people did accoiding to thia promiae. 
—Neb. T. 6— la. 

* Thoa aellest thy people for naoght, and doal not increase thy vealth by th^r 
price. — P«. jjiv. 12, 

i For [huB Baith the Lord, Ye have gold yaUTselvea for Danghl ; and je aball be re- 
deemed without mone^. For ihua Bailh the Laid God,Mypeof' " ' ' — 

time into Egypt 10 Bojoum there ; and the Aasyiiaii oppressed t . . 

Now therefore, what haTe I here, aaith die. Lord, that my people is taken away for 

naught i Ihey Ibst rule over them mslfe them to howl, saith the Lord; andmy oune 

continually erefv day ie blasphemed. TbereTolc my people shall know my name j 

tlierefoie they stiall know in thai day that I am he that doth speak: behold, it i> I. 

— Isa.Bi. 3-^. 

. w ^ Hy snbstasce and thy treasures will I gire to the spoil without price, and that 

/for all thy sins, even in all Ihy borders. And I nill make thee to pass with Ihine ene- 

- ft ndes into a laud 'nbich thou knoweat not ; for a fire is kindled in mine anger, vhioh 

7 shall bum upon you. — Jer, xr. 13, 14. 

I 7 Mow, thou son of man, take up a lamentation for Tyrus. Javan, Tubal, and 
J Meahech, they were thy merchanlB; Ihey traded the persons of men and leesela 
V of bcBEB m thy market. Thy towers have brought thee into gceat waters : the east 
wind hathbToken thee in lb e midst of the seas. Thy licheB, and thy fairs, thy mer. 
cbandise, thy mariners, and thy piiotB, thy eaulkers, and the occupieis ot^ thy mer- 
chandise, and ail thy men of war, that ate in tbee, and in all thy comDany which is 
in the midst of thee, shall fiUI into the midst of the seas in the day of thy ruin. The 
BubuibB shall Bhake at the Bound of the cry of thy pilots. And alt that handle the 
oar, the mariners, and all the pilots of the sea, shall come down from their ships, 
they shall stand upon the land; and shall cause their voice to be heard agajnet tbee^ 
ana shall cry bitterly, and studl cast up dust upon their heada, they Wall valloXr 
themaelTes in the ashes : and Ihey Ehall make tbemaelves utterly bald for tbee, ani] 

gird them with EBckcloth, and they shB " '— " t.i- v;. r 1 . __« 

bitter wailing. And in their wailing th^* c^^ou «aa^ uj. <i.uiju<.uw...ivui ^u^ t^^c, uiu 
lament oyer thee, saying. What city is like Tyrus, like the deatroyed in the midat of 
the seal When thy wares went forth out of the seaa, thou filledst many people; 
thou didst enrich the kings of the earth with the multilode of thy riches andof thy 
merchandise. In the time when thou shalt be broken by the seas in the depths of the 
waters, thy merchandise and all thy company in the midst of tbee shall fiUl. All the 
inhabitants of the ieles shall be astonished at thee,aDd their kings ahall be soie 
aAaid, they ahall be troubled in Eheit countenance. The merchants among the peo- 
plB ehall hiss at Ihee ; thoa shall be a terror, and neyel shalt be any more. — £ze. 
DTii. 2, 13, S6-36. 

* And they have cast lota for my people ; and have gi*en a boy for a harlot, and 
■old a gill for wine, that thby might drink. Tea, and what have ye to do with me, 
O Tyre, and Zidon, and all the coasts of Palestine ? will ye render me a recompenae f 
a>d tf ye recompense me, swiftly and speedily will I return your recompense npoa 
your own bead ; Beeauae ye have taken my silver and my gold, and have carried Into 
your temples my goodly pleasant things. The children also of Jodah and the chil- 
dren of Jerusalem have ye sold unto the Grecians, that ye might remove them fiur 
ftnm their border. Behold 1 will raise them out of the place whither ye have sold 
them, and will return your recompense upon your own head : and I will Sell your aon« 
and your daughten into the hand of the children of Jadah, and they shall sell them la 
the gabeana, to a people far off; fbt the Lord bath spoken it^Joel iii. 3— S. 

t Thtie saith the Lord ; For three transgressions of Israel, and for four, I will not 
mm away the punishment thereof: because they BOldlhe righteous for silver , and tha 
poor for a pail of shoes ; that pant s<ler the dust of the earUi on the head of the pool, 
and turn aside the way of the meek ; and a man and his ftlher will go In uito th« 



Jaqnlem, em liwa mit aa oiu of Uwnu— Ob*. 11. 
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the letter and spirit o( these pasas^ei, nich treatment of humaa 
beings is deserrii^ of death, though in some of them the same 
treatment is threatened as the punishment of the greatest situ, vhich 
amoucrta to the same thing, because human slavery is the living 
death and destruction of its victims — while in moat of the same 
passages public destruction or national death is threatened, as the 
Divine retaliatory punishment for the public or customary practice 
rf the same treatment, as their context clearly shows. Divine re- 
taliatory punishment threatened in the Scriptures is generally of a 
similar kind to the national or public sins threatened. 

IX. I lastly argue that the practice of human slavery is the iden- 
f ical crime of " man-stealing," from the nature of the practice itself, 
or the light in which the law of nature places it, as the highest spe- 
cies of larceny or theit that can be committed. Larceny, or steal- 
ing, in its most comprehensive sense, is the taking and withholding 
from one human being by another, of anything that justly belongs 
to the former, and to which and to its use the stealer or thief knows 
he has no just or moral right ; the scriptural descriptions of crimes 
being far more comprehensive than our common law definitions of 
them, so as to correspond with the law of Nature in its requirements. 
By the will and gift of God every human being is, under God, the 
sole and exclusive owner of himself, and of all his own just rights, 
faculties and acquisitions. All these the slaveholder takes from his 
slaves, without any leave or licence from them, and without any 
compensation or equivalent, for his own exclusive use and benefit, 
just as the common thief steals common goods and chattels for his 
own exclusive use ; both of these kinds of thieves well knowing they 
have no moral or just right to the property stolen, as each would 
instantly see and acknowledge, were the crime practised upon him- 
self. The slaveholder never pretends to take these things from 
third persons who are themselves left free, as the common ihief 
does, and it is certain they are taken irom the slaves without their 
leave. It is therefore larceny or stealing in fact, originating in the 
>in of covetousness, the sune being the highest and most violent 
breach of the tighik and tenth commands of the decalc^e, becausa 

>> Tet (he «M etmied imy, abe wait into csptMlj : hei jomi« chiMioi alio weia 
ouhed in pieve* &t the lop of all the etieete : aod they cut lots foi hei honoi^ 
'ble moi, ana &)] her gi«at men xreie boiaid ia di>iii>.>— Nab. Ui. ID. 

'^Wlioae pafaenon slay them, and hold thei|uelT« not gnlltr ■ and tbej that «gll 
Ihem n J, Blened be the Lord i foi I ani rich : end theil own tiiepherdi pllf then 
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the article! etolen are the most precious and valuable that men po»- 
aesB in this world, as unifonii and universal experience testifies. 
None of the acriptuntl accounts of the crime of man-stealing describe 
it as the stealing of one person from another whose lawful property 
he was, but each of them, so far as it goes, describes it and its effects 
as the involuntary and forcible reduction of human beings to the 
condition of property, like other goods and chattels, and the use 
and treatment of them in that condition by means of criminal vio- 
lence and fraud, exactly as slaves are now reduced to the same con- 
dition and subjected to the same use and treatment by the same 
criminal means. A careful examination and comparison of the nu- 
merous passages here quoted, will establish these facts clearly. 

From the copious premises here qlioted it is past all reasonable 
and honest douht or controversy that human slavery is the same 
identical practice as the great crime of man-stealing, &c., so severely 
denounced and condemned in the Scriptures, that every stave- 
trader, purchaser, seller, slaveholder, and all persons engaged 
in the support of such slavery, such as slave overseers, and driven, 
and persons eng^^d in the pursuit and capture of fugitive slaves, as 
well as those who legislate and otherwise act in favor of slavery, are 
deserving of the punishment of sure death by the Levitical or moral 
law, and that the communities and nations who tolerate and sanction 
the practice by law or custom, are obnoxious to the terrible retri- 
bution threatened as the punishment due to this great crime in the 
Scriptures. 

Much quibbling is resorted to by the advocates of slavery on the 
subject of this alleged identity, on account of the pretended indefi- 
niteness and obscurity, with which the crime of " man-stealing," &c., 
is described in the Scriptures. But as I have already Remarked, the 
scriptural descriptions are all more comprehensive than most human 
definitions are, so as to allow no chance for the guilty to escape. 
But it is necessary for me also to observe, that the scriptural descrip- 
tions of man-stealing, &€., are as plain as those of any other crime 
condemned in the Levitical law, and the identity of that crime with 
the practice of human slavery is as clearly exhibited in the Scrip- 
tures as the identity of murder, or any other crime condemned by 
that law, is with the crimes now supposed to be the same — so that 
if man-stealing, &c., be not the practice of slavery, so neither is the 
murder, mayhem, robbery, &c., described and condemned in the 
Scriptures, the same crimes which they are so currently supposed 
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to represeot in Tnbdem times. To those posseBBing " an honeat and 
R good heart" (Luke XTiii. 15), un contaminated by the influence 
of slavery, no identity will naturally appear plainer, than thai of 
man-Stealing, and human alayery, the reason why no such difficulty 
is experienced in identifying other crimes with those condemned in 
the Scriptures b^ing, that the moral vision of most men is not ob- 
scured by their influence. But we should remember that this is a 
fearful subject wilfully to misunderstand or misinterpret, because 
the Scriptures aaatire us that if men do not become better'they cer 
tainly grow worse by the exhibition of the true Gospel. 2 Cor. ii 
15, 16 ; iv. 3, 4., &c. 

I ought again to remark, in conclusion, that the cuBtoinary cruel- 
ties, &c., which invariably attend the practice of human slavery, as 
absolutely necessary to its support and perpetuity, and therefore 
necessary incidents of the practice, are yet nowhere directly rep- 
resented in the Scriptures as any part of the practice itself, which is 
both directly and indirectly described in the Scriptures as the con- 
yersion of human beings Into property and nothing more. 



CHAPTER III. 

PBBVEHSIOMa OF THE SCEIPTUKEB. 

Though plainly and severely as the practice of human slavery is 
thus condemned in the Scriptures, yet its advocates contend that 
the aanie practice is morally justified by them, thus making the 
word of God contradict itself, by first justifying and then condemn- 
ing the same practice, at the same time and in the same code of 
laws I ! Birt I have constantly observed that these advocates never 
attempt to point out and explain the specific distinstion between 
these two cases, such for instance as those described in Ex. xii, 2 
and 16; the first of whicb is morally approved and justified because 
r^ulated by statute, while the other is morally condemned as one 
of the greatest crimes underthe penalty of sure death. Nordothey 
ever attempt to settle the specific distinction between the acts 
described in Lev. xrv. 39, 47, and Deut. xxiv. 7, which are treated 
iQ'the same manner in the Scriptures. They never tell us wherein 
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the case recorded in{Gen. zxvii. 12, 13, 23, 27)bQyiog.the ser- 
vices of men for a limited period, differs from that recorded in 
Gen. xxxvii. 27, 36, zlii. 21, 22, where Joseph was said 
to be sold or stolen; though it is equally plain that the firrt 
was approved, and the last condemned by God himself. They 
never attempt to reconcile these passages as describing the pame 
subject, nor to point out the specific difference in their subjects, 
probably on account of the utter confusioh in which the attempt 
would involve them. They never, in fact, menticm the laat quota- 
tions if they can avoid it, but content themselves with naked asaer- 
tions that the first passages here quoted describe and justify the prac- 
tice of human slavery. It becomes proper, therefore, to show at 
some length, that this doctrine of theirs is founded and sustained 
entirely on perversions of certain passages -of the Scriptures, forged 
by falsifications of their true meaning and intent. Perversions of 
the Scriptures are a turning (perverto) of their true to a false mean- 
ing, and are denounced all over the Scriptures as among the greatest 
- sins that men can commit, as indeed they necessarily must be, be- 
cause they are attempts to make the Almighty say what He has not 
■aid, apd to mean what He did not mean, to the destruction of hu- 
man duty, rights, and happiness. Abolitionists have sometimes been 
severely censured for the moral severity with which they have con- 
demned the pro-slavery perversions of the Scriptures, but let those 
■who may feel disposed to repeat this censure read the following 
passages; Ps. cxix. 126; Isa. v. 20} Jer. xviii. 15, xxiii. 36; 
Kze. V. 6, 8, xiii. 9-16, xxli. 26, 28, xxxiv. 18, 19 j Mio. iii. 9 ; 
Hab. i. 4.; Zep.' ill. 4; Mai. ii. 7, S; Matt, xv.3,6,9; Marie 
Tii. 8; Acts xii. 10, rv. 1, 24; 2 Cor; ii. 17; Gal. i. 7; 
Col. ii. 8 ; I Pet. i. 18 ; 2 Pet. ii. 1 ; iii. 16 j Rev. xni. 18, 
19, and numerons other similar passages. '' 

>'It is proper here to add for the sake of perspicuity, that all the 
doctrines of the Scriptures are properly divisible into two kinds, 
• namely : first, those which are matters of faith or belief only, and 
", secondly, those that are matters of faith and practice both ; the for- 
mer being 80 indistinctly and obscurely revealed, that we may 
without any perversion or rin, honestly and innocently differ in 
opinion as to t^eir true meaning, because we never can attain to 
absolute certainty with respect to many of their particulars; while 
the latter are so distinctly and clearly revealed, as the rules of 
. our practice or practical duty, that there can be no honen or inno- 
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cent difference of opinion respecttng them. Of the former kind are 
the doctrines of the Creation, the fall of man, the Nature of ChrUt, 
the nature of Inspiration, the nature of the future state, &c. ; while 
of the latter kind are the rules ot the Decalogue, the New Birth, 
the Law p£ Love, the Golden Rule, and all other practical precepts 
of the Scriptures. The same distinction is made among the rules 
composing'tbe great Law of Nature, though it is less obvious than 
the former. It is everywhere contended by the friends of the 
slave, that the Bible doctrines in relatibn to human slavery and its 
abolition belong entirely to the latter class, being so plainly and 
perspicuously revealed in the Scriptures, as to admit of no honest 
difference of opiman respecting them. They assert that any essential 
difference ftom their own opinions on those'plain subjects, are evi- 
dence of rather a perverted heart in their adversaries, than of the 
incorrectness of those opinions. It is hoped that the following pages 
will clearly exhibit the truth of this assertion. 



CHAPTER IV. 



The absurd pro-slayeryj pretence thaf the jpeople of Africa de- 
scended from Cain, and are included in the curse pronounced upon 
that murderer, would not be worth noticing were there not some 
few .persons in the woi^d, apparently weak, and stupid, and perverted 
enough, seriously to imagine its truth, as there is hardly anything 
in the world too absurd to be without some believers. That these 
people descended from Adam is certain. But as we find from Gen. 
vii. 23, is.. 18, 19, and other passages, that they must have descended 
from Noah as well as from Adam, to settle the merits of this pre- 
tence we have only to ascertain whether Noah descended from Cain 
or not. From Gen: v. 3-32, we learn that Noah descended from 
Seth, another son'of Adam, and a brother of Cain, a circumstance 
which renders it impossible for the latter to have had any descend- 
ants since the general deluge, or Noah's flood. 

I And even liriiig gubatonce was deitroyed which tu opon the bee of the groquA, 
bolb man and cattle, and the creeping thinge. and the fowl of besven i and they vei« 
deslroyed fiam Ihe earth ; and ffosh odIt remained alive, and thcj thai were with 
blm in the aik. And the sons of Noah that vent tbnh of the ack, weie Shem, and 
Ham, and Taphetb i and Ham is the iaCher of Canaan, Tbeae are the three looi of 
Saeh : and of them iraa the whole earth orenpiead. — Cen. TiL 33 ; U. 18, 19. 
L_/iU-^-t^ -4,-3 Wt__a . ■'''■'-' :-■' 0» V. -V, ' '^ y ' ,. J J..., 
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As to the mark recorded in Gen. it. 15, as having been pat 
upon Cain, though some vhite people pretend it was the black 
color, the negroea retort that it was the white color, a controversy 
with which I feel no disposititm to interfere. 



CHAPTER V. 



GsEAT numbers of pro-slavery people contend thai the negroes 
have descended from Canaan, the youngest son of Ham, who was 
cursed for his father's transgression, ■ Gen. ix. 25-27, and that this 
curse was iofficted upon that race aa his posterity. That this pre- 
tence is false in fact I proceed next to show. As to Canaan himseUj 
so part of the curse was ever inflicted upon him personally, so far 
u we know ; for we have not only no account ot any such inflic- 
tion, but we learn from ^ Gen. x. 15-20, that he was the ancestor 
of whole tribes or nations of people aj^arehtly as free as others. 
The curse really was, however, afterwards inflicted on his pos- 
terity. To understand cdrr^ctly when, and where, and how this 
was done, it is necessary to premise, that according to Gen. ix. 
26, Canaan was to become subject to Shem — and that according 
ff to Gen. xi. 10-26, Abraham, the ancector of the Is|||Helitish 
nation, descended from the latter — so that according to the true 
meaning of this prophetic cursn, Canaan's posterity were to be- 
come subject to those of Shem — the Jews. According to Geo. 
I. 15, 19, liii. 12, XV. 18, 21, xvii. 8, and other passages, the pos- 
terity of Canaan settled in that part of Asia then called the " Land 
of Canaan," the boundaries of wtuch are well described and de- 

* See Letter No. Iv. or s setiej publlabed bj '< A IMscipIc," la the << CineinnBt! 

Weekly Hetald and PhilBUthtopiet," Janiury, 1845. 

I And he uid, Curaed be Canaan; a Berranl of Berruit! ehall he be unto his 
bielhren. Ajid be said, bJeued be the Lord God of Shem; and Canaiiu shall be 
his servant. God ihall enliuge Japheth, and hs shall dvell in (be tenta of Shem t 
and Canaan aball be his senant/— Gen. ii. 26—37. 

■ And Caiuian becat Sidon hie firEt-boni, and Ueth, and the Jebntile, and tha 
Auoilte, and the Gtrgisite, and tho Kivite, and the Aiklte : and the Binite, and th« 
ATTBdile, and the Zemarite, and the Bamathite : and aftenraid vece the lumliea 
' of the Canaanites spread abroad. And the border of the Canaanites whs front 
8idon, aa thou comeat to Gerar, unto Gaza j at (hon goest unto Godomjind Gomor- 
mh, and Admah, and Zeboim, eien imto Laaha. These are the sons of Ham,anei 
tneli fkmiliet, aflei theii tongoee, in Ih^ countdes, and in tbeii natitnur— Gen. x- 
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fined in the foregoing passages, from which we also leom, that God 
gave the same territory to Abraham and hii posterity. But we 
have no account in the Scriptures, or in any other history, that ' „ 
j^any of the posterity of Canaan erer settled in Airica, nor have we 
any other esidence that any portion of the inhabitants of that ■ 
continent could, have descended from them, but the contrary, at .' 
will soon appear. We also lawn from Niim. xxiv. 2, 12, Josh. -, ' 
zii. 7, 8, and numerous other passes in the Pentateuch and the 
succeeding books, that this grant was actually fulfilled and carried 
into effect in the cotiquest of the " Land of Canaan" by the Jews, 
so that the curse pronounced upon Canaan was thus actually ful- , 
filled, by his posterity the Canaanites thus becoming subject to 
, those of Shem. . No fulfilipent of prophecy was ever plainer . " . 
■- than this. - ' , "^ 

In Deut. XX. 10, 18, and other pass^es, the very mode of this ^ ' 
,' fiUfilment is described. Where the proof of the fulfilment of a " 
I J ^prophecy is so very complete and satisfactory, it is useless to go ,,, , 

'• into a long detail of other facts and circumstances stiU further to 
r^'< «xpose the falsity of the pretence under consideration. As the ;;^ v^ 
posterity of Canaan settled in Asia and not in Africa, there is not '^ 

j only no probability that the Africans deKended from them, but ^ 
■* the modem Syrians who did descend from them actually reside in < ~_ 
Asia now, and are not negroes, the pretence ii indeed sur- , ^ 
rounded with numerous other critical difficulties, such as that "^ 

prophecies are not rules of moral duty or dispensations to commit -■■! ._ 
^ ' sin, as numerous cases in the Scriptures jwove, since the guilty "^ ■ 
'"■ agents of their fulfilment are there recorded as having been as ; 

' * . surely punished as other sinners. See Matt, xviii. 7, xxvi. 24 ; ■■ 
^ i Acts i. 16, 20; John xvii. 12 ; Rom. ix. 17, &c. That proba- .'■ •* 
bly mote of the posterity of Shem and Japhet, such as the an- ^ 
: cient Qreeks, and Romans, and modem English, Russians, Circas- S '' 
' sians, &«., have been enslaved or reduced to the condition of ' 
' . property than those of Ham have. Sut I forbear the critical ex- < 
' hibition of these numerous difficulties,' because they have been - 
sufficiently illustrated and expl^ned by other writers, and because ,;, 
', it is sufficient that I have proven the falsity of the pretence in ^ 
J-, point of fact. 1 ought to remark in concluaion, however, that the , ' 
! ) ~ Aboriginal inhabitants of Africa, and their present posterity, are ' ^ 
supposed by the most approved antiquarians to have descended ..C:^ ■ ' '^ 
from Cush, Mizraim ai^ Phut, the other three sons of Ham, 
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apoD whom no curse was pronounced. By these abtiquarians 
Cush is supposed to have been the ancestor of the Ethiopian or 
ne^o portion, and Phut of the Caitha^niaa or Moorish portion, 
of the ancient and modem inhabitants of Africa. But be these 
conjectures as they may, it is certain that since the African pos- 
terity of these patriarchs have never yet been conquered and sub- 
jected in their own country, either by the descendants of Shem or 
by any others, if the curse pronounced upon Canaan was intended 
to attach to them or to their posterity, it remains thus far yet to 
be fulfilled. If, as some contend, the condition of enslavement be 
indicative of descent frotn Canaan, the rule will render a large 
portion of the present English and Americans such descendanta, 
for it is only a few years since a multitude of their British ances- 
tors were absolute slaves under the name of " villeins" — also the 
same rule will render most of the present Russians, Poles, Geor- 
gians, Circasnans, Turks, Su;., lineal descendants of Canaan and 
Hun. 



CHAPTER VI. 

XfLBS 07 CONGTSUCTION. 

As in the investigation which is to follow, it will be necnsary, 
in order to avoid perversion and ascertain the truth, to put lifer- 
ent constmctioiu on certain words and phrases, such as the subject 
matter and the context will clearly direct and require, it is proper 
here to specify certain rules of critical construction, which have 
been long since approved and universally adopted by critical 
commentators. 

I. That the letter of a statute or other law he bo construed, 
whenever it has different meanings in different uiei and connec- 
tions, as to harmonize with the spirit or general and collective 
meaning of the whole connection to which it belongs. 

IL Where a double or different constmction of the letter is 
admissible, that shall always be preferred which is most consistent 
with natural liberty, justice and righteousness, provided the gene- 
nl spirit of the law permit nicli cotuttuction. 
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HI. All parts of every code or collection of lavs or aystem of 
e^ics are^to be thus harmonized by construction, unlets the ex- 
press letter as well as the general spirit of the same prevent such 
hannoay by such coDstnictioR, in which case alone we are to allow 
that there is a conflict of laws in such code or collection. It is to 
be presumed that qo fault will be found with these just and equi- 
tahle rales, nor with their just and equitable application to the 
presetit important subject matter new vnder comideration. 



CHAPTER VII. 

USES OF THE WOKDS " BUY" ANC " SELL." 

MuLTixtiDEs of pro-slavery advocates contend, that I 
words "buy" and "sell" are used in describing some of the cus- 
tomary legal Hebrew servitudes, the latter must necessarily have 
been slavish, and such seems to be the general belief or impression 
«ven among preachers of the gospel and professors of religion. 
But this proposition must as a certdn and infallible rule necessa- 
rily b£ false, because the same words are ofteOer used in the Scrip- 
tures to describe free and voIuUtary service, than they are to de- 
scribe, slavish service or slavery. Thus, in such pBss^«s as Get), 
xxivii. 27, 28, 36 ; Ex. xxi. 16 ; Deut. xiiv. 7, ^^ they are 
undoubtedly used to d^cribe the condition of riavery, while in 
<3en. xlvii. 19-23; 1 Kings xxi. 20, 25; 2 Kings xvii. 17; 
laa. 1. 1, lij. 3 ; Acts xx. 28 ; Eom. vii. 14 ; 1 Cor. vi. 20, 
vii. 23 ; 2 Pet. ii. 1, &c., the same words are jusl as certunly 
used to descrvbe free and voluntary service, as their context clearly 
proves, and as is universally admitted among Bible commentators 
and critics. So sensible are the advocates of slavery of [the truth 
of these propositions, that they never dare to compare such case* 
as those cont^ed in Gen. xsxvii. and xlvii., in Ex. xxi. 2-16i, 
and Deut. xv. ■ 12, and xxiv. 7 ; because if they admit a difference 
between them, that difference can only be the same as between 
free service and slavery, wkiek conworftrtj <md ruins tAt whole 
theory of Bible slavery; while if they assert the ideati^ of the 
practices described, the ready inquiry instantly occurs, why d/f 
God, who never does anythiug in vain, regulate and thereby ap- 
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prove and sauctioa a practice in the passageB first quoted, but con- 
demn it in those last quoted uader the penalty of death 1 This 
inquiry is so distressing to the advocates of slavery that they al- 
ways avoid it if possible by neglecting and rising to notice such 
passages as Gen. xxxvii. 27, 28, 36 ; Bx. xxi. 16; Cent- xxiv. 
7;' iTim, i. 9, 10, and other passages which deMribe and con- 
demn such slavery as one of the greatest crimes or violations of 
the moral law ; bi)t simply content themselves with obstinately 
aasertiog, that the passages describing the Patrianihal and Hebrew 
servitudes where these words " buy" and *' sell" we used, describe 
slavery and nothing else. 

But from the foregoing clear premises we discover, that from 
the mere scriptural use of these words alone in describihg the con- 
dition of servitude or service, nothing can certainly be determioed 
respecting its real nature, which, as in every similar case of criti- 
cal doubt and construction, is to be ascertained, determined, and 
understood, by the subject matter, by the contest, and. by the 
general description or spirit of each passage, all taken in connec- 
tion with (he letter or language thereof. Such, when we are 
honest, is always our customary mode of examination or reason- 
ing. Thus no person supposes from the description given in 
1 Kings xxi. 20, 25, that Ahab was a slave or article of personal pro- 
perty, because we see from the context of bis life, actions, and 
character recorded in the same and other books, that he was a king 
and absolute monarch. So no person supposes from the descrip- 
tion in such passages as Acts xx. 28 ; Rom. vii. 14 ; 1 Cor, 
Yi. 20, vii. 23; 2 Pet. ii. 1, that Paul and his converts were 
property op slaves, because the context describes them as free and 
voluntary servants of Christ. In a similar manner, though slave- 
holders customarily call their slaves their "servants," yet we 
know them to be slaves from the circumstance sin which the word 
is used. On the contrary, in England and other free countries, 
we know the persons customarily called " servants" are not pro- 
perty or slaves, from the circumstances attending the customary 
use of the same word. It will no doubt be said in reply to these 
observations, that these words are employed in the passages here 
quoted in a typical or figurative sense merely, and do not in that 
sense mean slavish •service or slavery. This phopositiok is tecs- 
In the passages under consideration these words are used in a 
typical or figurative sense, as deseripttye of free and voluntary 
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service onlj. But the important inquiry inuuedialely arises, 
w^liere are the types or figures from which these free descriptions 
are copied to be found i. For it should be specially noticed and 
remembered, that these types must have existed before the de- 
BcriptiooB did, and been free also, because a free description can 
no moFe be taken from a slave type, than a sliiTish description caa 
from afree type — every typical description in the Scriptures cor- 
resptHids in its nature with its type. I answer, that the types or 
figures here sought after are these same Patriarcha] and Hebrew 
servitudes, the nature of which is so much controverted, because 
all the types referred to in the New Testament are contained in 
the Levitical law and the lives- of the Patriarchs, and nowhere 
else, and no other types suited to these descriptions except servi- 
tudes are to be found in either. But as these descriptions are all 
free, so these typical servitudes from which they are copied must 
have been free also. According to the descriptive testimony of 
the New Testament, therefore, all those servitudes were free and 
voluntary, and both Testaments thus far completely harmonized. 
Nothing in this plain and decisive testimony ought to surprise 
us as strange or uncommon, because we ourselves, in common 
with the people of most other modem natiois, customarily and 
familiarly use the same words " buy" and " sell" to describe free 
and voluntary service. Thus, we customarily say with respect 
to town or parish paupers, that they are " to be sold." We al- 
ways customarily mean thereby, that their support and mainte- 
nance are to be sold to the lowest bidder. So we say figuratively 
from custom respecting poor foreign immigrants, that they are 
" sold," or that they " sell themselves" to pay for their paBsages. 
We always customarily and really mean by these expresBions 
that they agree beforehand to let themselves out to labor after 
their arrival, in payment of the money advanced by their employ- 
ers to pay for their passage j it being especially to be noticed in 
this connection and remembered by the reader, that the immi- 
grants in this case receive the pay for the labor before the same 
is to be performed. With a similar meaning we customarily say 
of venal politicians, that they "sell themselves," and are 
" bought" or " purchased" by their employers or patrons — nobody 
being in the least deceived in any of these cases by the use of this 
phraseology, into a ialse belief that slavish service was intended 
by it, or that the kinds of service described were not entirely free 
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aad volnntaty. So where people are dec^ved and their inte- 
rests betrayed by their representativeBor public confidential agents, 
the same kind of phraseok^ is sometime! employed the oiore 
forcibly to express the bssenesa of the supposed treachery, or the 
greatness of the injury sustained. The histories of the revolution 
t^ us that Benedict Arnold was "bought" by British gold, aad 
that Williams, Paulding and Van Wart could not be bought by 
Uajor Andre. When a northern clergyman marries a rich south- 
ern widow, country gonip thus hits off the indeceocy : " The 
cotton bags doti^him." Sir Robert Walpole said, " every man 
hu his price, and whoever will pay it, can buy him," and John 
Sandolph said, *' The Northern delegation is in the. market; give 
me money enough and I can buy them." The temperance publi- 
cations tell us that candidates for office buy men with whiskey. 
The same, or 'corresponding words and phrases, are employed for 
various purposes in other parts of the Scriptures, but generally to 
describe certain other free and voluntary customs of the ancient 
oriental nations. See Gen. xxix. 15-29, xxxiv. 11, 12; £x. 
XX. 7, 11, xxii. 17, xxxiv. 20; Lev.' xxvii. 2 — 8; Numb. 
xviii. 15, 16; Deut. xxii. 28,29; Judg. i. 12, 13, it. 14, iii. 
8, iv. 2 j Ruth Iv. 10 ; 1 Sam. xv^i. 25, 27 ; Hosea iii. 2, 
&c. I shall hereafter have occasion to remark upon the nature of 
the ancient Hebrew &ee custom, of buying and " selling" Hebrew 
wives, wards, and children. 



CHAPTER VIII. 

, THE TRUE ISSUE. ' 

From the premises already stated it clearly appears that two ek- 
TiKELY DiFFERKHT MODES OR WATS of buying and selling people, the 
one free and voluntary, and the other slavish, are plainly described 
in the Scriptures as having been in customary use among the an- 
cients, just as they now are among the modems. The real contro- 
versy between the Bible advocates of slavery and their opponents 
then is as follows, namely : Were the ancient Patriarchal and He- 
brew servitudes in controversy, slavish or otherwise .' Were Abra- 
ham's servants, said to have been " bought with his money,*' &ee 
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serrante or slaves ? Were the Levitical servants who were said to 
'* sell themselves," and to be bought by their masters, and to be 
" their money," free and voluntary servants, or were they slaves 
and property ? These important iaquiries form the only material 
issue now in controversy, and since it has been shown that the mere 
scriptural employment and use of the foregoing words and phrases 
proves nothing definite and certain in relation to it, and does nothing 
towards settling the tnerits of the controversy, the same must be 
decided and determined as in other similar cases, by the subject 
matter of the narrative, by the context, and by the whole general 
description of the actual cbitdition of those servants, all taken in 
connection with those words and phrases. Several odier subordi- 
nate controverted matters wiU arise for consideration in our pro- 
gresB, such as, Whether the Iieviticd law justitied any form w de- 
gree of human oppression ? Whether the Holy Prophets did the 
same ? Whether Christ and his Apostles connived at and sanc- 
tioned heathen Greek and Roman slaVeiy } &c. But the principal 
true material issue attending the whole controversy is that above 
stated. 



CHAPTER IX. 

KET TO THE IKftTTIEY, 

PbgpabatobT to the further investigation of this important sub- 
ject, it is proper for the reader to understand and become skilled 
in the use of what I call the f ^ to the Inquiry, which said 
"Key" consists in the critical examination and comparison of 
several passages in the Scriptures, in which the fMegoing words 
and phrases are used to describe two different kinds of human 
service, a few specimens of which are as follows. The first spe- 
cimen is the comparison of Gen. xvii. 13, 13, 23, 37, with Acts 
XX. 28 ; 1 Cor. vi. 20, vii. 33. In each of these cases the ser- 
vants are swd to have been " bought," or " purchased" (and of 
course were " sold") — in the first case " with money," and in the 
other " with blood," and " with a price." By any rule of critical 
reasoning or construction whatever, tf the mere use of those words 
and phrases alone is to- decide that Abrduon and the other Patii- 
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archs were Blaveholden, then the same use decides that Christ and 
his Apostles were slaveholders also, owning and treating their own 
Gonverta as property or slaves, sod possessing the equal character 
and qualities of slaveholders both ancient uid modern, as much as 
Abr^am and the other Patriarchs can he supposed to have done. 
I^hus if it be ai^ed that property is commonly " bought" with 
prdperty, and that " money" is property, so also is " blood" and 
" a price," property in common estimation, as much so as money 
is. But the supposition or notion of our Saviour and his Apostles 
being slaveholders, and their converts being their slaves, is too 
absurd and wicked for intelligent belief. This specimen is there- 
fore a Qomparison of free service with free service, which is so 
mnch plainer as the one kind was the type of the other.^ 

The second specimen is the critical comparison of the case re- 
conJed in Gen. xxxvii. 28, 36, with that recorded in Gen. xlvii. 
19, 26, as follows ; 

, fVom the human sale recorded in Gen. xxxvii., "we leani the 
following particulars. 

Ist. That the person sold (Joseph) was thus treated without bia 
consent and ^unst his will. 

2d. That he was no party to the bargain or contract by which 
he was sold, any more than a beast or other article of property is. 

3d. That he received no part of the price, conuderation or com- 
pensation (twenty pieces of silver), for which he was sold, any 
more than a beast or other article of property does. 

4th. That the effect of the sale was to convert him into an arti- 
cle of property, as suitable for subsequent traffic and tnercbandise 
in, as beasts and other kinds of property are. 

5th. That according to Gen. xlii. 21, 22, this transaction is 
represented to have been so great a crime or sin, as to be deserv- 
ing of death by the laws of nature. 

From the human sale recorded in Gen. xlvii., we learn, 

1st. That the persons sold (the Egyptians) were thus treated ^ 
their own earnest request. 

2d. That they " sold themselves," and alone made the whole 
contract with the purchaser. 

3d. That they themselves received the whole of the price, coa- 
fitderation or compensation (support during the years of famine} 
given on the contract for their sale. 

4ith. That the effect of the whole transaction was to render 
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them tenants at a very reasonable rent, but otherwise to leave 
them just as free in all otber respects as they were before. 

5tli. That according to the Scripture account of it, the whole 
tnmsaction was perfectly moral and virtaoua in its own nature, 
and just as free and equal as common leasing and hiring now are> 

Here then are two scriptural accounts in the same book, of 
two different purchases and sales of human beings, both entirely 
opposite to each other in their moral and political nature, effect! 
and Consequences. In the first caae, the word " sold" is used, 
and " bought" understood, because there cannot be a sale without 
a purchase. While jn the second, the word "bought" is used, 
and " sold" understood, because there cannot be a purchase with- 
out a "sale.'' This specimen then is a comparison of a slave sale, 
with a voluntary sale of free service. The critical reader will 
also remark that in the latter case quoted from Gen. xlvii., the 
Egyptians who " sold theipaelves" received their pay before, their 
services were to commence or be rendered, just as poor foreigners 
said to be " sold to pay their passage" receive it now ; whereas 
the " hired servants" mentioned in the Levitical law did not re- 
ceive their pay until after their work was performed, as most hire- 
lings now do, which is the only material distinction made in the 
Scriptures between bought and hired servants, both kinds being 
in all other respects equally free, voluntaiy and privileged. We 
mate the same necessary inference respecting the payment of the 
ancient "bought" Hebrew servants, from the descriptions con- 
tained in such passages as Lev. xxvi. 49 ; Neh. v. 5, &c. We also 
infer that' these bought servants might freely hold property of 
their own, a right wholly incompatible with the condition of 
slavery. From Lev. xiv. 47 ; Neh. v. 8, &c., we also learn that 
this free custom of purchasing servants of themselves in payment of 
previous debts contracted by them, was general throughoat the 
ancient oriental countries. 

The last specimen I shall offer is the critical comparison of Ex. 
ixi. 16, and Deuf. xxiv. 7, with 1 Kings iii. 20, 25 ; 2 Kings 
xvii. 17 ; Isa. 1. 1, Iii. 3 j Rom. vii. 14 ; 2 Pet. ii. 1—3, Bw., by 
which, from the light furnished by the liomparison just made, 
similar inferences will be easily and readily drawn ; the same 
being also a comparison of slave kidnapping, and slave selling and 
holding, with free and voluntary service figuratively described. 
From the descriptioiks in the passages quoted it' is certain, that 
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neither King Atnb, nor the Jeva, nor the Apostles Paul and Peter, 
and their co&veru therein meationed, could have been property 
or slaves, ID any respect or sense whatever. See John viU. 33 ; 
GaL IT. 1. It is proper for the sake of perspicuity again to 
repeat the remark that the only important seriptural distinction 
made between bought and sold servants, and hired servants, is as 
follows : namely, when their w^ea or pay were advanced to them 
beforehand, they were said to "sell themselves" and to be 
^'bought" by their creditors or em}doyerB to repay the' same, Ets 
the examples already quoted clearly prove. But where the wa- 
ges or pay were not to he received till the labor was performed, 
the Hebrew servants were said to be "hired," as we see in Deut. 
xxiv. 15, t^d many similar passages. 

Sut excepting this one mere nominal distinction, and that of 
the heritable disabiUty of foreign servants, to.be noticed hereafter, 
Qot another can be found in the Scriptures, in the equal rights and 
privileges of these two classes, of Hebrew and other ancient ori- 
ental servants. 



iX 



CHAPTER X. 

FILO-SIiAVBRT PEBVEKSIONS OF THE OLD TEBTAXBHT. 
Ezamuutian of Oen. xii. 5 ; xvii. 12, 13, 33, ST ; xx. 14 ; Xzir. 39. 



Fkou the strong light furnished by the copious premises already 
stated, the remainder of our task will be comparatively easy. 
The Hebrew word Qaanak so frequently rendered " buy" in the 
common English trwslatioa of the Old Testament, is literally 
rendered "gotten" in Gen.xil. 5, as it should be in some other 
passages where it is rendered "buy," The word literally means 
to get, gain, acquire, procure, obtain, possess j but it is more fre- 
quently used in the Scriptures than the word Kaurau, which 
literally means to buy or purchase. From the phrase " souls that 
they had gotten," which occurs in this passage, the advocates of 
slavery infer that Abraham's servants were slaves. But I agree 
in opinion with Mr. Dickey, that these " souls" were the converti 
which Abraham had made to the true religion — especially as this 
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constniction harmoDizes with Abraham's hiitoiy and charactei^- 
azid with the spirit of the Scriptures. From the expression OMd 
in Gen. xvii. 12, 13, 23, 27, the same pro^avery inference if 
GUBtomarily drawn. But as we have seen that' the scriptural use 
of these words and phrases does not necessarily describe the con- 
dition of davery, we are obliged to resort to the context to dis- 
cover the real condition of Abraham's servants. The amount of 
the evidence thus furnished is small, and entirely circumstantial, 
but that little is very strong. From these same verses it appears 
that the same religious rights and privileges were secured to Abra- 
ham's servants, that beloi^d to him and his omi children ; a ' 
strong analogical proof that they shared all other rights, because 
real slaves have no rights whatever, and it is not lilcely that these 
servants would be allowed some rights equally with children, but 
be denied all others. ■ 

From Gen. xx. 7, we learn that Abraham was a prophet. From 
Gen. xii. 7, 8, xiii. 4, and other passages, that he was a priest — 
and froi:]^ Gen. xxiii. 6, that he was a " mighty prince," or king 
— he being in each of these three offices the type of Christ, — 
From Gen. 'xiii. 2, xxiv. 35, and other pass^es, that he was 
very wealthy and powisrlul. From such passages as Gen. xiv. 
22, 23, xviii. 18, 19, &c., we learn, that be was equally remark- 
able for natural honesty, justice, equity and righteousness. 

It also appears from Gen. xii. 1—37, it. 1 — 18, xvii. 1 — 22, 
iviii. 1, 13, 17, &c., that he had frequent visions from God, that 
the greatest Pivine promises were made to him and his posterity, 
and that he enjoyed more of the Divine favor than any other per- 
son of his time. What probability is there that such a character 
as this would have been guilty of a practice afterwards condemned 
in the Scriptures under the penalty of death, both by the laws of 
Nature and Revelation % Not the slightest whatever. Were it 
not for the wickedness involved in it, nothing can fae conceived 
more ludicrously amusing, than the notion of Father Abraham 
buying and selling slaves, feeding them on a peck of com a week, 
seDrng fathers from their children, husbands from their wives, or 
exhibiting conduct in any other respect resembling that of our 
modem professed Christian slaveholders. It would be just -as 
absurd and unreasonable to suppose that Christ and hU Apostles 
were guilty of such conduct, as that Abraham was, the wicked* 
ness being no greater in the on« case than in the other. What is 



ogle 



36 ANTI-BI.1VKET BIBLE AROOHEMT. 

. there recorded in the lives and characters of the other patriarchs, 
that could induce us to iuspect that they might ^ave been slave- 
holders 1 

From the information given in Gen. vi. 5 — 13, it is highly pro- 
bable that the antediluvians were destroyed for the crime of slav- 
ish violence among other sins. But there is no probability that 
Nod, who with his family alone were saved on account of hia 
justice and righteousness (see Gen. vi. 8, 9, vii. 1, Stc.), would 
afterwards have been guilty of the same sinful practice that de- 
stroyed the rest. Nor is there any probability thA such righteous 
persons as Isaac, and Jacob, ^d the other patriarchs are described 
to have been, would have been customarily guilty of a practice so 
'' utterly repugnant to the Law of Nature as human slavery is. As 
that practice is described in the Scriptures, Gen. zlii. 21, 22, as 
being utterly condemned by that great law, there cannot be the 
slightest reason to suppose that any of the patriarchs adopted it — 
for God certainly would never have selected as the chosen depo- 
ntories of the true religion, persons who were in the habit of violat- 
ing it without' scruple or remorse, especially in acts that were 
afterwards condemned by express revelation to be punished with 
deatk ; for slavery is as great and as plain a crime against natural 
«S' revealed religion, as the last argument, or subjection to the 
condition of slavery, will immediately convince the most invete- 
rate friend of human slavery. ' It should be remembered, however, 
that as the patriarchs lived under the dim and uncertain light of 
the Law of Nature, they like Joseph's brethren occasionally fell 
into great errors and sins, of which from the bad consequences 
they had frequent occasions for repentance, whether they im- 
proved them or not — so that even if under this dim light they 
had committed the sin of Blavish oppression, their conduct in that 
respect would have been no more moral example or justification 
of our own, than thatof Joseph's^irethren in selling him was. 

A pro-slavery quibble has been raised from the descriptionf 
contained in such passages as Gen. xiii. 2, 24, xxxv. 30, 43, &c., 
that Abraham's servants must have been slaves, because they are 
mentioned in connection with beasts and other property. But if 
this mode of reasoning be correct, then according to Gen. xii. 5, 
Abraham's wife Sarah, and Lot his nephew, must have been hit 
slaves also. So according to Ex. xx. 17, and v. 21, all wives 
must have been slaves oi property. Nay, further, from the words 
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ia the command, " nor anything that is thy neighbor's," it appears 
that all the husbands, parents, children, and other relations, com- 
prising in fact the whole Israelitish nation, must have been slaves ! 
But under such strange circumstances the material inquiry in- 
stantly occurs, where did they all find masters 1 So according to 
the same logic we see from Job i. 3, i ; xlii. 12, 13,-that Job's 
wife and children must have been his slaves. Our common law 
must also Tender all servants under its jurisdiction slaves, because 
it i^vea precisely the same remedies to masters for injuries done 
to their servants, that it does to their beasts and other property. 
So where a nation acquires new territory by treaty or otherwise, 
it must by the law of nations sustain the same relation to the in- 
habitants of the territory, that it does to the territory itself, and 
as the latter is property the former must be property also. But 
enough of these absurd consequences in reply to nonsense. The 
pro-slavery mistake is made by confounding the relations of per- 
sons with those of things, merely because the latter happen to be 
mentioned in connection with the former, while it always appears 
■^from the whole context, describing the condition of the ancient ■ 
Hebrew servants, that by the gift or transfer of persons and pro- 
perty in the same transaction, the opposite relations previously 
existing between them and the donors were not altered as be- 
tween them and the donors. This case finely illustrates the so- 
phistry which relates apart of a narrative or story only, the effect of 
which is often the same as telling a fasehood — as by means of it 
we are able to prove from the Scriptures themselves, that there is 
no God. See Ps. liv. 1 ; liii. 1, &c. 



CHAPTER XI. 

O-SLAVEEY PERVERSIOira OF THE OLD TESTAMEKT. 

, 45i XX. 17; xii. 2--a, 7, 11, 20, 31 J Dent. it. 

It is not to be supposed that Rafter the lapse of so many thousand 
years, we can now fully understand the exact nature of the cus- 
tomary ancient Hebrew servitudes which in some way were lo 
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different from our own. Nor is it to be expected that we can 
now fully understand the exact intended application of all the 
«hort political as well as moral statutes in the Levitical Latr. 
Like other very ancient writings, much obscurity muEt rest and 
remain on most of them. They were evidently intended to ref- 
late and restrain the ancient legal customs which then prevailed 
among the Israelites, probably in common with all the other an- 
cient oriental nations — these statutes holding a similar relation to 
those customs, that our modem national and state constitutions do 
to our other laws and customs — while a critical examination of 
the same statutes shows that the spirit if not the letter of them is 
just as useful now as it ever was, to regulate, and restrain, and 
guide all human legislation — no other laws now existing being so 
perfectly adapted to secure the temporal as well as spiritual hap- 
piness of mankind es those contained in the ancient Levitical 
code. 

It appears from the statute in Ex. xii. 43, 45, that though ser- 
vants " bought for money" could eat the paasover after they had ' 
been circumcised, yet neither strangers nor foreigners, nor hired 
servants were permitted to eat it, so that since these bought ser- 
vants were allowed a greater privilege than hired servants and 
strangers were, we may safely conclude without further comment, 
that this was a case of the free and voluntary sale of such servants 
by themselves. \We see from the 48th and 49th verse* of the saOie 
chapter, that no legal distinctions were made by the Levitical 
law, between the rights of strangera and native Israelites, as they 
were to be governed by the same laws, and the phrase " he shall 
be (M one bom in the land" also proving that after circumcision 
these adopted foreigners were as much " brethren" and " children 
of Israel" as the native Jews were — a rule well worthy of the 
consideration of those who are in favor of disfranchising foreign- 
ers. It should be further remarked that under one single code of 
laws intended to govern all the individuals in a nation, it is im- 
possible to make any distinction In the natural rights of those in- 
dividuals, or any of them. As Dr. Duncan* long since observed, 
it is certainly a very strange circumstance that the tenth com- 

> Inavoikof 136 pages b;the*IUv.jBiDe> DuDcu], the fbthei of the Hod. Aki- 
andei Doncui, Membet of CoagresB ttom CiDcimuli, fint pabliebed al Venf, la., 
1834, and lefobliihed b; Iba Axaericu AuttSlsTwy Societjr, 1840. 
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mandment (Ex. xx. 17 ; Deut> t. 21, &c.) Bhould ever have been 
pressed into the service of human slavery, because that practice is 
a direct violation or breach of this as well as of the eighth com- 
mandment—it being impossible for one person to enslave another, 
without first " coveting," or eagerly desiring what he knows is 
not morally and justly his own — and cannot therefore morally 
and justly belong to him, as he himself would instantly see and 
ackaowleilge, were lie himaelf, or his family, or friends, to be 
themselves enslaved. This command being then a direct con- 
demnation of human Blavery, it is most wickedly absurd to quote 
the same in its defence when it taw only be honestly quoted for 
its condemnation. I have already sufEciently illustrated the other 
absurd consequences that result from this wicked pro-slavery 
perversion. 

The statutes in Ex. xxi. 2—6, and Deut. xv. 12 — 18, limit the 
voluntary sales of native Hebrew servants for the payment of theit 
debts, to the period of six years at a time. While it appears from 
Lev. XXV. 44—46, and other passages, that adopted foreign ser- 
vants might sell themselves for still longer periods, even up to the 
Jnbilee. The political reason or policy of this distinction was, 
that foreigners could not hold real estate in the nation any longer 
than the Jubilee, when all the land in the country reverted back 
to its original owners or their heirs (see Lev. xxv. 10 — 13, &c.), 
BO that as poor foreign immigrants into the nation could seldom 
obtain any land at all, k would frequently he more convenient for 
them to contract for periods of service longer than six years, 
though none were permitted to extend beyond the Jubilee. In 
Ex. xxi. 2, the description is, "if thou buy (procure) a Hebrew 
servant," &c. — but by whom and of whom is not said. The 
proper inquiry therefore is, did Hebrew servants of this desfip- 
tion " sell themselves" as free and voluntary servants, as the 
Egyptians did to Joseph 1 Or were they sold by third persona to 
others as slaves, as Joseph was by his brethren to the Ishmaelites 'l 
fw the words "buy" and "sell" prove nothing either way. So 
Ut as we now know anything about the mode of Bales of service, 
the servants certainly " sold themselves" (Gen. xlvii. 19, 23 ; 
Lev. XXV. 47) by free and voluntary contract, just as poor foreign 
immigrants are now sometimes said to do. The use of the words 
tnd phrases here alluded to proves nothing against this mode, be- 
cause a person who " sella himaelf" is still " bought" tmd " sold" 
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juat as the Egyptians were when they sold themselves to Joseph 
to be Pharaoh's servants. Besides, were this statute ioteuded to 
regulate slave sales, there is no probability that they would have 
been limited to the period of six years, but would have been in 
perpetuity like the sales of other property. For these reasons the 
statute was undoubtedly intended to regulate free and voluntary 
service. But it appears from the whole statute (Ex. xxi. 2 — 6), 
that though these sales were free and voluntary as well as limited, 
yet they might in one case be extended by an addition to the 
original contract. To understand the true meaning of the trans- 
action we must recollect, that it was limited to the case of mar- 
riage by the servant during his term. The wife being a servant 
as well as the husband, when her term of service extended beyond 
his, he would be separated from his family, if he left his ma£ter's 
service at the expiration of his own term. ' If in those circum- 
stances he wished to remain longer in service, the policy of the 
statute was to render the new contract a public legal transaction, 
and matter of legal record, so that the master should take no ad- 
vantage of his superior power to oppress the servant therein, the' 
Hebrew legal custom of boring the ear being used hy the judges 
to ratify it. While it is at the same time perfectly clear from the 
language of the statute, that to the last transaction, whatever the 
first was, the servant was a free and voluntary party ; so that if he 
became a slave for life, as many pretend he did, he did so by his 
own free choice and request ; while if his family were slaves also, 
he must have been excessively foolish to have become so for the 
sake of living with them, when the master might lawfully sell and 
separate them from him at any time, just as our modem slave- 
holders do. The Almighty never enacted a law to sanction such 
absurdity as this, because he never do^s anything in vain. 

Tffi statutes now under consideration, Ex. xxi. 2-6 ; Deut. xv. 
12—18, were evidently enacted for the special benefit of the ser- 
vant and not of the master. The length of time the former was 
bound to serve under the new contract is translated " for ever" in 
the common English Bible, which is doubtless an incorrect literal 
translation. The two Hebrew words in moat common use to ex- 
press general terms or periods of time are " Ed/i" and " olaum" 
the exact ancient use and meaning of which it is not certain we 
BOW know. AH that we now certainly know about them is, that 
" Edk" means time certain, fixed, and definite, whUe " olann" 
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(alone used in these statutes) means time unseen, hidden,, and 
indefinite, probably nearly the same as our English words " ever" 
and " always," and is certainly used in the Scriptures in a manner 
nearly as indefinite as we use these adverbs. 

When these two words are used together they are commonly 
translated "forever," "everlasting," "eternal," &c., as " olaum" 
sometimes is when used alone, though they never literally mean 
thus, except when the subject matter admits of eternal duration. 
But as it always means a period or term of some kind, we are left 
to conjecture what that was in these statutes. It is ridiculous to 
understand it to mean eternal duration in them, because the period 
or term of service could not extend beyond the natural lives of 
the servant and his family, and by the same code of laws no ser- 
vant could serve as such beyond the Jubilee. The period really 
intended by the statutes must therefore be ascertained by their 
object, which was in the case of the new contract, to prevent the 
separation of servants from their families. Judging from this ob- 
ject and from the fact that some finite period or term of time must 
have been intended, the most reasonable and eatiafactory construc- 
tion or explanation is, that it was the unexpired balance of the 
wife's term, which might extend to the Jubilee, but never in any 
case beyond it. This construction is the most likely to be cor- 
rect, and it is the more just and conclusive, as it corresponds with 
the spirit of the Scriptures, and harmonizes the latter, while any 
other construction is almost sure to confuse them. The statutes 
provided in Ex. xxi. 7 — 11, and Deut. sxi. 10, 14, were made to 
regulate the well known oriental custom of buying and selling 
daughters and female wards for wives. Contrary to our own 
custom in such cases, by which parents and g^iardlans give por- 
tions, dowries, or endowments to their daughters and female wards 
when they marry, and which usually becomes the property of 
their husbands ; ancient oriental husbands, when they married, 
gave the parents or guardians of their wives the same considera- 
tion or compensation, and were thus said to "buy" or "pur- 
chase," and the parents or guardians to " sell" theni their wives — 
the whole custom being just as free and equal or equitable as 
our own is. In this way Jacob purchased his two wives by four- 
teen years of hard labor. Gen. xxix. 15 — 20. Several other ex- 
amples of the same custom are recorded in the Scriptures, see 
Gen. xxiv. *, 22, 38, 48, 51, 53 ; Deut. xxii. 28, 29 ; Judg. i. 12, 
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13; Ruth iv. 10; 1 Sam. xvili. 25, 27; Hob. m. 2, &c. The 

statute in Ex. zxi. 7, II, is somewhat obscure, but seems to have 
been intended for the CEue of betrothal before marriage, agreeably 
to the oriental custom here alluded to, and was made to prevent 
the abuse of that custom. As her intended husband had paid the 
customary dowry for her, the custom probably allowed him to 
receive it back from any other preferred suitor; but if she had 
none such, and he still refused to marry her, the statute gave it 
to her as reasouahle damages for his violation of the contract. So 
if he had purchased her for one of his sons, hut refused to com- 
plete the contract by actual marriage, the statute gave her the 
same measure of damages. 

By the statute in Deut. xxi. 10, 14, 'the husband was allowed 
the right of voluntary divorce, if he became dissatisfied with his 
heathen wife — but as he had given no dowry or sum to obtain her, 
it was unreasonable he should obtain one after he had divorced 
her, and as he would be sure to injure her by the divorce, this 
■tatute wisely provided that no pecuniary consideration or temp- 
tation should ever be allowed to influence the transaction, so that 
although the divorced woman might afterwards taarry again, the 
first husband should derive no benefit from her second marriage. 
As the Scriptures everywhere encourage matrimony for the grati- 
fication of honest love, they permitted it in this case for that pur- 
pose even between true believers and heathens, but allowed this 
voluntary divorce as a remedy for the evil consequences that 
would sometimes he likely to ensue from such unions. It is very 
remarkable, that in this case and that in 1 Cor. vii. 15, heathenism 
was permitted to he a sufficient cause for voluntary divorce, be- 
cause according to Eph. ii. 15; iv. 18, &c., heathen persons are 
considered as spiritually dead, and as such most dangerous com- 
panions to true believers, from which doctrine most Christian 
legislators have perhaps correctly inferred, that where Christian 
husbands and wives behave like heathen, or perhaps worse than 
heathen, as by long wilful absence, by extreme cruelty, gross ne- 
glect, base fraud, &«., the same conduct ought, in addition to adul- 
tery, to be sufficient causes of divorce to the injured party. 

Ex. xxi. 20, 21, is a statute regulating a peculiar case of homi- 
cide which would be liable to great abuse without such a regula- 
tion. As the oriental custom in common with that allowed mas. 
terg to give their servants necessary and reasonable correction the 
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same as to children (see Deut. viii. 5 ; Prov. iii. IS, xiii. 24, 
xix, 18, xxiii. 13, 14, uii. 15, 17 ; Heb, xii. 7, 9, &c.), to pre- 
vent the abuse of this right the statute declared it to t>e what we 
call maRBlaughter, and subjected the master to the vengeance of 
the relations of the deceased servant, to kill a servant during his 
chastiBement, even with the ordinary instrument of puntahment, 
a provision that never would have been enacted had Hebrew ser' 
Tants been the lawful property of their masters ; because every 
man might then, as he may now, lawfuUyslaughter his beasts, and 
destroy his other property at his own discretion, provided that in. 
so doing he do not infringe the rights of others, which could not 
in this ease be done to the servants if they were elaves, because 
the latter could have no rights to infringe. 

The Hebrew text of the 20th verse literally reads, ." he shall 
surely be avenged," probably meaning thereby that the relations 
of the deceased servant might kill the master, provided they could 
overtake him before he reached a city of refuge, agreeably to the 
statutes recorded in Num. xiiv. 14 — 21, 30, 32 ; Deut. six. 2 — 7, 
11 — 13 } Josh. IX. 2, 9, &c. Some are of opinion, from the great 
strength of the expression here quoted^ that the master, in case of 
the immediate death of the servant, was to be punished as a mur- 
derer, even though he reached a city of refuge. But however 
this might have been, in order to prevent the abuse of the statute 
itself, it was provided in the 2lBt verse, that if the servant did not 
immediately die from the chastisement, that circumstance, to- 
gether with the fact that it was for the master's interest to pr«- 
aerve the life of the servant, should be sufficient presumptive evi- 
dence of accidental death, that^he master had no murderous in- 
tent, and that he ought not therefore to be punished at all. It is 
■ my opinion that the phrase " for he is his money," applies equally 
to both of these- verses, and was intended as the special reason 
why, as the master was interested to preserve the life of the ser- 
vant, he ought not to be held guilty of murder, in either of these 
cases of homicide. It is also certain that this very phrase is even 
now sometimes used in a free sense, being borrowed perhaps from 
this very statute — a statute provided for the special benefit and 
protection of both masters and servants in a case which would be 
liable to the greatest abuse without it, from the extreme irritation 
[ffoduced by such transactions — all other cases of murder, maim, 
and other abuses of servants by their masteis, being regulated by 
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the statutes against those crimes, see Ex. xxi. 12—14, 26, 27, 52, 
&c. It is proper to remark in this connection that though the 
oriental custom permitted parents, as we have seen, to chastise 
their children with the same instrument, yet no similar statute 
was provided in the Levitical law, for the homicide of children 
by their parents. The reason of this omission was the presump- 
tion that the natural affection of the latter would always prevent 
that crime, but which would be wanting sufficiently to protect 
the rights of servants, and prevent the abuse of the same by their 
masters without the assistance of special legislation. 



CHAPTER XII. 

PSO-SLAVEHY PEBVEKSIONS OF THE OLD TESTAMENT. ' 
SsaminatioD o( Lev. xxv. 39—43, ii — 46, 47—54. ] 
Lev. XXV. 39 — 13, and 47 — 54, are other Levitical statutes regu- 
lating the voluntary sales of free Hebrew servants, made for the 
payment of their debts previously contracted, as is evident from 
the statutes themselves, and as has been sufficiently illustrated and 
explained. This fact appears very plainly from the latter statute, 
and from the 25th to the 32d verses of the same chapter, where 
the redemption provided for would be impossible and absurd, 
were they not for the payment of such debts ; for it is certain that 
the servants " sold themselves," which they could not have done 
without jiayment, which they must have received at or before the 
time of their sales, for otherwise they would have nothing to 
redeem themselves for or from after sale. It also appears from 
these " redemptions'' that these "sold" and "bought" servants 
must have been in debt to or owed their masters, which they could 
not have done had they been slaves, any more than beasts or other 
lawful property could. They were therefore ali free and volun- 
tary servants. We see also from these statutes that foreigners 
settled in the nation had the same customary right to purchase 
native servants, that the native Israelites themselves had. But in 
the latter case the servants might be redeemed at any time by the 
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payment of tbe debts they bad sold tbemaelves for, aad u (t. 49) 
the Berrants might if tbey were able redeem themselves, this very 
fact also proves that they could not be property or slaves, because 
DO slave has a right to property, and can acquire none but what 
belongs to bis master. The same statutes taken in connection with 
the 10th and 13th verses of the chapter also prove, that the con- 
tract for these voluntary sales could last only till the next Jubi- 
lee, when all poor servants were not only discharged from such 
coQtrticts, but the native servants were re^ored to the possession 
of their paternal iaheritance or estates. 

A multitude of laws have been contrived id the world, to pre- 
vent the suffering and oppression of the poor and the helpless, but 
the whole of them put together are but trifles, for that purpose, 
when compared with the statutes embodied in the Leritical law, 
and especially those contained in Leviticus xxv., for it was 
impossible for much oppression of tbe poor to exist where these 
reg;ulations were faithfully observed, it being only where they 
were disregarded and violated that such oppression was ever com- 
plwned of among the Jews, see Neh. V, 1 — 13; Jer. rxxiv. 8,22, 
&C. Multitudes of persons, including many professed preachers 
of the gospel, seriously contend that the Scriptures do not teach 
politics or political matters at all. But the single statute in Lev. 
ixv. 8 — 15, providing for the great institution of the Jubilee, had 
a more extensive and abiding political effect, and produced more 
extensive political as well as moral consequences, than the whole 
of the political measures heretofore made tbe objects of party 
strife in the United States put together. The statutes under con- 
nderation and others of a similar character interspersed throughout 
the Levitical law (see Ex. xxii. 21—27, xxiii. 9 j Lev. xix. 38, 
34, XIV. 35 — 37; Deut. xv, 7, 11, &c,), also exhibit the extreme 
care and tenderness manifested in that law, for tbe support and 
protection of the poor, and needy, and helpless, and especially for 
poor foreigners and strangers. No such statutes are provided in 
this-code for the protection of the wealthy and powerful, and their 
usurped rights, as abound in most human codes, for the very suffi- 
cient reason that the rich need no such protection under that or 
any other righteous code. I hold it to be the height of wicked- 
ness to pretend that such a code as this was intended to sancti<Hi 
such a practice as human slavery. 
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Freptnitory fo a critical examination of the celebrated statute 
contained in Lev. xzt. 14< — 16, it vill be necessary to correct 
the common English translation of it, the same being the falsest 
translation I ever saw. The exact literal translation of it is aa 
follows: verse 44— "And thy man serrant, and thy maiden, 
which shall be to thee (shall be) from the nations which surround 
you. From them shall ye procure (the) man servant and tbe 
maiden." 

Verse 45. " And also from the sons of the foreigners, the stran- 
gers among you, from them shall ye procure — and from their 
families which (are) among you, which they brought forth into 
your land, and (they) shall be to you for a possession." 

Terse 46. ■' And ye shall possess them yourselves for your sons 
after you, for to possess (as) a possession. Forever of them shall 
ye serve yourselves. And over your brethren the sons of Israel, 
man towards his brother, thou shalt not rule over with rigor." 

This is as exact a literal translation of the statute as can be 
made, though the phraseology of it may be so varied in several 
instances, as to read in a more elegant English idiom, without any 
alteration or variation of its true meaning. The words wanting 
in the Hebrew text, but supplied for the sake of perspicuity and 
precision in English, are enclosed in brackets. The slightest 
comparison of this with the common English translation, will show 
how false and absurd the latter must be. Thus the two Hebrew 
words evedh and amau, falsely translated "bond men" and " bond 
maids" in the common translation, are both in the singular num- 
ber in the Hebrew text, literally meaning " man servant" and 
" maid" or " maiden," in Hebrew, and as such are correctly trans- 
lated "servant" and "maid" in the common translation of the 6tb 
verse of the same chapter!! The word "quauna/i" impro- 
perly translated "buy" in the 41th and 45tb verses, ought to have 
been literally rendered, procure, acquire, obtain, &c., in the same 
passages. The Hebrew word goim, falsely translated " heathen" 
in the 44th verse, always literally means " nations," -and should 
in whatever it occurs be thus rendered. The Hebrew word 
navkal, rendered " possess" in my translation, which is the nea> 
est to its literal meaning, may sometimes perhaps be correctly 
rendered "inherit," "redeem," Stc., according to the subject 
matter treated of, as it is in some parts of the English Scriptures, 
but which do not express its true meaning in the present case, u 
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we shall soon see. The true meaniiig of these words was thus 
perverted in the commoa translation, because since there were no 
words in the Hebrew language answering to our English word 
" slave," " slaveholder," " slavery," &c,, King James' translators, 
in innitation of the Catholic priests who first forged these perver- 
sions, falsely dressed up their English version of this statute, so as 
to resemble the modem Christian practice of nigro slavery ss nearly 
as possible — that species of slavery having at the period of their 
traoalation, under the sanction of these and similar perversions of 
the Scriptures, become very extensive, respectable, and popular, 
in several Christian countries, especially in their tropical terri- 
tories. ■ Like the false priests and Pharisees of old, these translators, 
in connection with many other comiptionistfl of their time, and 
with still more now existing, thus falsified the true word of God 
to gratify a corrupt public sentiment, and please their principal 
patrons for the sake of worldly popularity. 

This statute was rendered necessary in the Levitical code from 
the fact, that by the operation of the statutes for the original 
distribution of land and the institution of the Jubilee, it was im- 
possible for foreigners settling in the fsraelitish nation and for 
their posterity to hold any real estate except during very short 
periods, so that it was necessary for them and their posterity, 90 
long as they remiuned in the nation, to be the servants of the 
native Israelites, the lineal descendants of Abraham and Shem. 
It was in this sense alone that the Jewish nation as such, 
and not the individuals composing it, were to " inherit," or rather 
possess these adopted foreigners and their, posterity, for the pur- 
pose of free and voluntary service only. To understand this 
latent of tiie statute the better it is necessary to premise, that in 
many parts of the Old Testament, ^eeably to a Hebrew, car 
rather ancient oriental idiom, where a general address is in the 
singular number (see Ex. xx. 2 — 16 ; Prov, i. 8 ; Eccle. xii. 1), 
each individual of a nation to whom the directions of the address 
are applicable, is addressed separately or singly — hut where a 
general address is in the plural number (see Deut. iv. 1 — 8, 15, 
16, &c.), the whole nation is addressed as one people. This is a 
general rule in the Old Testament, the principal exception to it 
being where a nation is personified and addressed accordin^y, as 
in Deut. xxvii. 1, 2, i, xxxi. 20, &c. 

Bearing this rule in mind, the critical reader of the statute 
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under review will obaerre, that at the commencement and con- 
cluuon of the statute, the Jews were addressed dtstribistively, 
or in the singular number, as separate individuals, while in the 
remainder of the statute they were addressed collectively, or in 
the plural number, as a whole nation or people. 

This change of the address is a circumstance which indicates 
more than any other the principal object of the statute which was 
to encourage the settlement of foreigners in the Jewish nation, 
and provide for their support, for the more effectual promotion of 
the true religion — for which purpose it was the most equitable 
and excellent naturalization act that ever existed in this vrorld. 
For the same righteous purpose each native Israelite was allowed 
by the statute, to procure as many of these foreign servants as he 
chose, by contracts made with the servants themselves, or with 
their parents or guardians, in which sf^nse, and by which means 
alone, the native Jews and their posterity, were to " inherit" or 
" possess" these adopted foreigners and their posterity, by circum- 
cision and incorporation into the body of the nation, after which 
the latter became as much " brethren" and " children of Israel" as 
the lineal descendants of Abraham were ; while to prevent abuses 
of the custom, the usual salutary caution was appended to the 
end of the statute, forbidding the oppression of their poor brethren 
by individual mE^ters. Lev. xis. 13, xxt. 17, 43 ; Mai. iii. 5, 
&c. It is well here to inform the reader that this is the universal 
construction of this statute by the Jews as a people, a circum- 
stance that could not have happened, had the intent of it been to 
sanction human slavery. No respectable Jew now living pretends 
to any such belief, because the Jews have always considered it 
wicked. They still retain their ancient custom of employing 
servants differing from them in religious belief, which seems to be a 
perversion of it, agreeably to which the servants were to be of the 
same religious faith with their masters ; and also absurd, dnce the 
reason of the original custom has long since ceased. 

This scriptural ancient Hebrew use of the words 'Mjuy" and 
" sell" will be the better understood and appreciated by compar- 
ing it with the modern use of the English word " hire," used for 
a similar purpose. Free servants are now customarily swd to be 
" thenuelvea hired," end to " hire out tkemselvM," &c., which is 
not iu fact literally true, though to us from habit it is so. The 
employer of modem free servants has in ^t no property in the 
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servants themselves, but only In their time, labor and skill, which 
only he really hires. In like manner ancient Hebrew masters 
acquired no property in their "bought" and "sold" servants, but 
only in their time, labor and ekill-^both this ancient and modem 
phraseology being thus incorrectly used, merely to avoid incon- 
venient circumlocutions. 



CHAPTER Xill , 

PBO-SLAVEaY PEBVEBSIONS OF THE OLD TESTAMENT. 

(Continzied.) 

);JoBh.ix. SS,23,S7; lEingiix.ai,26; 
Jer. luiv. 8—17. ^ 

In Deut. zz. 10 — 20, is the statute regulating the treatment and 
disposal of those Canaanites, who should voluntarily submit to the . 
Israelites about to invade their territory, as they are bound to 
agreeably to the promise of God to Abraham, which promise they 
doubtless well knew. Accordii^ to the statute those who peacea- 
bly submitted were not to be exterminated, or banished, or in any 
respect enslaved, but were to become tributary to the Jews, just 
u the Egyptians who sold themselves to Joseph to be Pharaoh's 
servants, merely became tributary to the latter — while those who 
diould refuse to submit and dared to resist contrary to the divine 
commaiid, were with one exception to be exterminated, or de- 
stroyed. In Josh. ix. 22, 23, 27, aad I Kin^ ix. 21, 26, are 
recorded two cases of the practical application of this statute under 
peculiar circumstances. There is not the slightest evidence now 
existing to prove that this statute was ever intended or used to 
promote the practice of human slavery. The objects of the 
statutes were, not only to give the Jews the country promised to 
them, but also, either to reform or else to destroy the aboriginal 
inhabitants, neither of which could have been effected had they 
been reduced to slavery — for in that case it would have been just 
as impCKsible to have allowed to them the rights and privileges 
secured by the Levitical law, without which they could not have 
been reformed, as it is to our slaves now, aad if they were allowed 
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to live among the Jews, without reformation even aa slaves, they 
would Kx>n corrupt the whole nation. For these reasons the 
statute provided, either for their entire submis^on, or for their 
entire destruction — and it was only when the statute was disre- 
garded, that they corrupted the people, and seduced them into 
their own destructive sins, see Judg. ii. 10 — 23, iii. 5, 7, 12 — 14. 
Besides, the individuals composing nations rendered merely tribu- 
tary to others, are never held aa property or slaves, the whole 
nation rather than its inhabitants being subjected. And thus even 
the Hebrews, though persecuted through " hard bondage" by the 
EgjTptians, Ex. i. 14, li. 23, &c., were in no respect held as pro- 
perty or slaves, as the whole history of their persecution clearly 
proves. 

In 2 Kings iv. 1, Neh. v. 5 — 13, and Jer. xxxiv. 8—17, are 
several cases of severe prophetic denunciations and reproofa for 
violations of the Levitical statutes regulating free and voluntary 
flM^ce, which have just been reviewed. These cases illustrate 
the extreme facility with which the rich and powerful are prone 
to oppress the poor and helpless. But they also answer the im- 
portant purpose of proving, "that these political statutes must have 
been free or intended to regulate free service only, for had they 
been intended to regulate slave service or slavery, their violations 
never would have been complained of in the Scriptures, because 
such violations, according to the complaints made in the passages 
themselves, had the strongest tendency to promote and strengthen 
slavish oppression, and God is repeatedly declared in ^the Scrip- 
tures never to do anything in vain, see Ps. cxi. 7 ; Isa. xlv. IS, li- 
6, Iv. 1 1 i Jer. xxxi. 35, 36 ; Eze. vi. 10 ; Matt. x. 20, xxiv. 35 ; 
Luke xii. 36 ; Eom. ii. 2, iv." I6 ; 2 Tim. ii. 19, &c. He would 
never, therefore, have enacted laws for any purpose whatever, and 
at the same time condemn and forbid the use of the very means 
best adapted to promote and secure that purpose, for human 
slavery, cannot be supported without worse oppression than is com- 
plained of in these passages. This single circumstance is an irre- 
futable objection to the pretended slavish nature of the ancient 
Hebrew servitudes. The whole history of the ancient Jewish 
nation, both sacred and profane, is interspersed with their viola- 
tifflisofthe Levitical code of laws, and especially of the statutes 
for the regulation of free service among the rest similar to those 
contuued in the passages under consideration. On account of 
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vhtch same violations without repentance and reformation, the 
Jewish nation was, by the long threatened judgments of God, at 
last OTerthrowa and destroyed. 

Among these violations as they are recorded in the Scriptures, 
the sin of human oppression stands out the most conspicuous, as 
the numerous passages I have already quoted go far to prove. 
Yet multitudes of pro-slavery Christians at the present time con- 
tend, that these same oppressive violations, which overthrew and 
destroyed ancient Israel, are strong evidence that God sanctions 
the most oppressive practice in the worldJK* 

It is to be remembered in this connection that tfae cases now 
under review are those of strong censure for violations of the 
Levitical statutes, and not of approbation for obedience to them. 
With persons who are in the habit of quoting violations of laws, 
uevidence by anal (^ and not by contra^ of what the laws them- 
selves are, such reasoning may pass for sound logic, the same as 
that which quotes the bondi^e of the Jews in Egypt so severely 
condemned in the Scriptures, in justification of every other kind 
of oppression, and the massacre of irtfants by Fharaoh and Herod, 
in justification of all other massacres, or in other words to quote 
the divine condemnation of si&s, in moral justification of the 
aos condemned ! ! It is in fact quoting one of two moral oppo* 
■ites, to show by analogy and not by contrast, what the other is. 
What would be thought of an advocate who would in a court of 
justice quote legal convictions of murder and other crimes con- 
demned in a code of laws, as evidence that those crimes were 
legalized and sanctioned by the same code 1 Yet there are thou- 
unda of minds in the United States sufficiently perverted and 
corrupted by slavery, thus to attempt the moral justification of 
that great crime — for as the latter is founded on perversions and 
other sins, so it perverts all minds within the sphere of its vicious 
influence — one perver^on, like any other sin, being sure to produce 
effects similar 4o itself. The specific violations or sins complained 
of and threatened in the passages quoted from Nehemiah and Jere- 
miah were the neglect and refusal of the wealthy Jews to allow 
to their servants the full privileges of the year of Release, the 
Jubilee, and the redemptions by which the latter were discharged 
from service — in consequence of which violations, these servants 
vere not only oppressed at home, but were sometimes obliged to 
tell themttlves to the inhabltaata of the neighboring nations, who 
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had no such institutions, and alloved their Bervants no eucfa privi- 
leges, as tht* whole account in the passages clearly proves. 

The Jews having been at this time just delivered from a 
long captivity, had lost much of their knowledge and respect for 
the Levitical law, for which reason these and other Prophets 
were sent to re-convert them to its obedience. It is proper also 
here to remark, that the Hebrew word falsely rendered "bond- 
men," in the common translation of 2 Kings iv. 1, is the plural 
number of the word " evfdk" and thus literally means " men- 
servants," or " servaiitS.'i So in -every instance where " bond- 
man" and "bondwoman" occur in that translation, as in Gen. xxi. 
10, 12, 13, and other passages, they are translated from "cirerfA" 
and " amau" the same literally meaning " man servant" or " ser- 
vant," and " maid servant" or " maiden," being thus literally and 
properly translated in several other passages, as in Ex. sk. 10 ; 
Lev. XXV. 6 ; Neh. v. 5, &c. ^s there were no Hebrew words for 
"tlave," "slaves,^' ^c,, when King James' translators found p^ 
sages which they thought bore the strongest resemljlance to the 
then popular practice of negro slavery, they selected the English 
words that came nearest to the latter mesuiing, without any regard 
to the literal import of the words in the Hebrew text, or the real 
doctrine intended to be inculcated by the latter. The foregoing 
are all the passages in the Old Testament worthy of special notice 
in this connection, that have been perverted for the moral justifi- 
cation of human slavery. These wicked perversions were forged 
about four hundred and fifty years ago, to justify negro slavery, 
which had then lately commenced among Christians ; the same 
perversions having previous to that time been entirely unknown, 
at least unknown among Chriatians, who had long before entirely 
renounced human slavery. After tiey had first been forged hy 
the Catholics, Protestant theologians copied and adopted them as 
so much sound Christian doCtrine, and that apparently without any 
critical examination or other care. Protestants who were so sharp 
aa to detect those Catholic perversions which justified their own 
persecutions, were perfectly blind to the nature of those perver- 
sions which were intended to justify the persecution of negroes 
and other heathen. These perversions having been thus intro- ' 
duced and recommended, all the modem writers on the Hebrew 
servitudes have until very recently concurred in their pretended 
belief of the slavish nature of those servitudes, tiiey having merely 
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cf^ied bom etch other iritbout apparent exunination or care. 
Abuadance of this kind of concamnt haman testimony can be 
Mnd in favor of tbe iqoral righteoumen of negro and other 
heathen slavery, and which many American Christisns are food of 
quoting for that purpose. Bnt as this is after all nothing bnt 
human teatimony made up of human opinioni, so I trutt the whole 
of it has now been shown to be erroneous and false. So well 
settled, and so popular indeed had the pro-slavery doctrines 
derived from them become, that Mr. Crothers seems to have been 
the first ChristiBn writer in the world who dared, in 1833, to cttll 
the whole of these abmrd perversions in question. He was soon . 
succeeded by Mr. Dickey. And the latter by Mr. Wield, and 
other aatj-slaveiy writers, so that the theological credit of these 
wicked perversions is sow extensively shaken. 



CHAPTER XIV. 

TWELVE CIBCmisrANT'IAL FACTS. 

Havino thus direotlyproven from the texts of the Old Testament, 
usually perverted for the justification of human slavery, that none 
of them did in the least degree sanction such slavery, but on the 
contrary regulated free and voluntary service only, I procaai 
next to produce twelve apewd facts, or doctrines centamed in the 
ScrigtnreB and the Law, cf Nature, as ri rcu mststrtiat'' evidence to 
prove the~uttTr impossibility of the ancient Patriarchal and He- 
brew servitudes being slavish, or in any other way oppressive. 
Jjy readers will please to remember the fact, that the advocates 
of the pretended slaverysanctionedby the Old Testament, always 
reftise to quote any other part of tbe Scriptures in relation to the 
subject, escept the few isolated passages which they contend 
justify slavery, thus entirely neglecting to examine the spirit of 
the Scriptures in relation to it — contrary to the universal rule of 
ethical construction, so to construe each part of every code of 
laws, that will admit of it, as to correspond with the general 
spirit and intent of the other parts, and thus promote the harmony 
c^ibe whole code, by fulfilling the whole intent of the legislators 
who enactedit. The ^tshece alluded to are asfollows: 
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I. Tbefintandrtrongestof illthete fact! U,ttoiBi8prtfe»ce o/* 
Old Ttttammt ilavery hat no true natural analogy to stippOrt it — 
B fact of inimense interest to those who believe that the -Laws of 
Nature and Revelation exactly harmonize. The ancient " bought" 
and "sold" Hebrew servanu certainly "iold thepirelves," and 
Uiere is no tradition or other history in the world, of the voluTUary 
tides of people to be property or slaves. It is impossible there 
should have been, for human slavny is just as hostile and abhor- 
lent to the Law of Nature as any other crime of which man can 
be guilty, the same practice requiring the aid of other crimes for 
its support. For this reason human slavery is a state or condition 
of war, as much so as .piracy or common robbery on the lai^st 
scale are — » that its victims, like those of murder, &c., have 
always been compelled by criminal force and violence alone to 
submit to it, the same as are employed to perpetrate murder, 
robbery, &c., against the persons of men. It is therefore just as 
unreasonable and absurd to suj^ose, that the ancient Hebrew 
servants customuily and voluntarily placed themselves and their 
famiUes in this unhappy and helpless condition, even in pursu- 
ance of statute law, as it is to suppose that they, or anybody else, 
ever customarily and voluntarily submitted to be murdered or 
robbed, or otherwise victimized by crime. Only think of God 
regulating a common custom by statute law, to the very existence 
of which torture and murder are necessary incidents ! ! Besides, 
human slavery never could have commenced in ancient Israel or 
anywhere else, or even been supported afterwards, without a 
direct and flagrant violation of the Levitical Law against man- 
stealing, as well as against the oppression of the poor and helpless. 
So much for the probability of the pretended ancient customary 
Hebrew slavery. 

II. The next most important of these facts is, the extreme moral 
violence of the Scriptures against the great sin of human oppres- 
sion, includii^ of course the most oppressive practice in the 
world. I'here'is not another book extant half so condemna- 
tory and denunciatory of this terrible ein, aa the Scriptur^ 
as a thousand extracts from all parts of them will testify. See 
Gen. vi. 11 ; Ex. iii. 9, lii. 29, liv. 28 ; Job ix. 19, xxviL 1^ 
23; Prov- j. 11 j Isa. i. 15— 24, x. 1—4, xiv. 2, jvi.4, xix. 20, 
Iviii. 6, 7 i Eze. vii. 23, 27, ix. 9, xviij. 10—13, ixii. 29, SI i 



Ogle 



TWSLTS CIS0DM8UHTUL PACTt. Si, 

Amoa iv. 1, Tiii. 4—8 ; Zeph. iii. 1—8 ; Zech. vii. 9, 11 ; Matt, 
xziii. 14> ; James t. 4>. 

Prom the prophetic and historicat portions of the Scriptures we 
learn that more ancient nationi were threatened and destroyed, 
for the commission of this sin, than far that of any other, — a moit 
ominoua warning to out own nation. Now, as nich is the spirit 
or gener&l and collective meaning of the whole Scriptures, and as 
God never does anything in vain, he certainly never intended any 
part of the letter of his Word to contradict its spirit, by estahlish- 
ing; and sanctioning the most oppressive practice in the world, in 
the very Scriptures in which he had utteriy condemned and for- 
bidden every form and degree of oppression. I will merely, add, 
in confirmation of the doctrine, that the Scriptures have been given 
entirely in vain for any purpose voluntarily goad, if any part of 
them waa intended to sanction ^fauman slavery, because the latter 
is the moral opposite and ant^onist of everything that is naturally 
good. But besides this general spirit of the Scriptures, several 
special statutes were enacted in the Levitical code, to prohibit 
the oppression of foreigners and strangers, such as in Ex. xxii. 21 ; 
Lev. lix. 33, 34, ixv. 35 ; Deut. i. 16, r. 18, 19, xsiv. 14, IR, 
17, &c., where the Israelites were forbidden under the heaviest pen- 
altiea to "vex or opprtas atrnBgwa" and are also commanded to 
love, respect, and protect them. As Mr. Rankin Eas well remark- 
ed, *' nothing could be a more direct violation of these statutes, 
thui the practice of such slavery as exists in our alaveholding 
states, for pothing could mofe 'vex' or 'oppress' a stranger than 
inch bondage. By these statutes, to defraud a stranger of a single 
day's wages is set down as a grievous crime, but how much more 
grievous and intolerable is the sin of taking from him both his 
liberty and labor for life !" Certainly if the ancient Israelites 
had a right to the practice of human slavery, they had a right to 
"vex and oppress" strangers as much as they pleased; though as 
they had just been delivered from the moist oppressive bondage 
themselves, their own experience of such oppression is alleged 
in the Levitical law as the stnHigest reason why they riiould 
refrain bom oppressing others, especially strangers. It does cer- 
tunly seem as if those who believed the Almighty enacted snch 
conflicting ani^ contradictory statftes in the same code, must be a 
portion of the characters represented in the Scriptures as having 
been " given up to believe a lie." We also learn from the Levi- 
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tica]lair(D«iif.-TU. 36, xiii. 17, xziii. 18; Joeb. vi. 18, vii. 11, 
&£.) that no abominatioD or cursed thing was to be broa^t into 
the Lord's houie, or to be otherviie tolerated in Israel, snd we 
learn from tbe ^irit of nich pasH^es aa ha. xxxiii. 15, and Jer. 
vii. 11, &c., that the gains of oppression were conndersd such. 
Christ drove tbe money changers out of the temple (Matt, yti- 

12, 13, &c.) for the Tiolation of these statutes, expressly calliag 
them *' thieves'' for that reason. A code coataimug such a pro- 
visioa as this, could never have been intended to authodze such 
wicked gains as are obtained jrom a practice more oppresuve than 
■lykind of robbery, OF any other known form of human oppression^ 

III. The next of these important facts is, the existence of the 
tnmerotis important legal' rights and privileges expressly vested 
in all classes of the ancient Hebrew servants equ^y, by the letter 
of the Levitical law and other parts of the Old^ Teetanwot — ^it 
being always to be remembered that according to the lawa and 
cust<»ns of slavery, slaves have no legal rights and privileges what' 
et«, any more than beasts and other lawful subjects of property 
have. Thus, all classes of the ancient Hebrew sorvants were cir- 
cumcised the same as children; Gen. xvii. 13, 33, 27; Ex. xii. 
U,48. ThMe servants had the right of cpvenant with God; 
Dent. xxix. 10, 11, 13. They had a right to tbe passover and 
other feasts ; Ex- ui. M, 48, 19, xxiii. 12 ; Lev. xxii. 1 1, xxv. I, 
6, 8, 35. Tjbey enjoyed the Sabbath and its privileges; Ex. xx. 
10 ; Lev. zxv. 6. They bad libenl wages and good treidroent ; Lev. 
XII. 13, iiv. 35—41 i Deut. xv. 13, 14, xxiv. 14, 15 ; Jer. xxii. 

13, xxxiv. 14, 17, &c. They were instructed or educated ; Gen* 
xviii. 19 i Joidk. viii. 33, 35. They had a'rigbt to bold ptoperty 
and have servants- of their own ; Lev. xxv. 49 ; 2 Sem. xvi. 4 ; 
T/ug were gavemed by equal lawa j Ex. xii. 49 ; Deut. xvi. 18, 19 ; 
Jorii viii. 33, 35 ; 2 Kings xxiii. 2 ; 2 Citron, xxxiv. 30. They 
might be betrs to their masters ; Gen. xv. 3 ; Frov. xvii. % They 
exercised tne highest offices ; Gen. xv. 2, xxiv. 2 ; Frov. xvii. 
2. They might b« soldiers ; Gen. xiv. 14. If their mat- 
ters abused tbem to the extent of nwyhem, tbey were set free ; 
Ex. xxi. 26, 27. They mtgbt contend with their masters ; Job 
xxxi. 1 3. They might leave their masters for ill-usage, of which 
they were to ba the sole judgA ; Deut. xxiii. 15^ 16. They en- 
joyed the great civil ri^tof periodical freedom or discharge from 
service by coatnuit,.either at the year of teleaie or at the JubilM> 
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OTBf both ; Ex. xxi. 2 ; Lev. xxr. 10 ; Deot. xr. 13 ; Neh.T. 11 { / 
/er. xxxir. H. 17. They mimed into their miaten' Amiliea } I 
Ex. xzi. 8, 9 ; 1 Ghron. ii. 34, 35. They were trrated with req>eet ; '> 
ISam.ix. 22. Tbecfaildreiiaadheinofiiuftenaeem tobBTeoo 
more nor gTeftterprivileges than then lemntihad; neQal. iv. 1. 
Kow as the legal enjoyment of any one of thcK rigfati and privi- 
ieges will deftroy ilaTery, how could it have esifted in a nation 
where they were all allowed and enjoyed 1 And what right have 
we to believe that the Almighty ever establiahed an indtitutioa in 
a code of laws which he had provided ibe surest tneaiu of sub- 
verting and destroying in the same codet It is undoubtedly 
bigfaly absurd to imagine Ood capable of nieh absurdity. 

Mr. Weld in his Bible at^ment described seveial of thew 
unportant rights and their effects at length, and has dear^ proven, 
first, tbat they were common to every class of Hebrew servants, 
md secondly, that slavery could not have existed in the Jewish 
nation with their fiill exercise j See Ex. xii. 46,. 19; Numb. ix. 
14, XV. 15, 16, 29, &c. 

IV. Another of these decisive facts is the entire absence of any 
tlave code, or body of slave regulatitms, in the Levitical law, at 
in any other part of the Old Testament, but on the contrary, as 
We have seen, the direct reverse rf them in all respects. This 
omission and antagonism are unaccountable on the hypothesis of 
ancient Hebrew slavery, becai^se every nslion, ancient or mod- 
em, which has ever practised fanm»p slavery, has necessarily 
adopted two distinct codes of laws, one for its free inhabitants, 
ted the other for its slaves, — the latter being in all respects ex- 
ceedingly barbarous and cruel, because slavery cannot bp sup- 
ported at all, without the assistance of the most barbarous cruelty. 
Each of our slave states has now such a code, in the fabrication 
and support of which our slaves had no more agency than ao 
niany cattle and horses. AocoriUng to Stroud and other writers 
on the subjettt of these laws, by virtue of these slave codes in 
this enlightened republican coantry, more than seventy acts pun- 
ishable with death when committed by slaves, are either not pun- 
i^able at all, or else in a very tight or mild degree when com- 
mitted by freemen, — so that the torture and murder of slaves is 
legalized in the slave States. Tet th^ whole of this bubarous 
and criminal legislation is indupensable to the suppwt oi davery, 
because crime can only be supported by cnme. 
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Now, as there is no trace of any «ach code in the LeVitical Isw, 
or any other part of the old Testament, but on the contrary, as 
all the Israelites were governed by one code only (Ex. xii. 49 ; 
Deut. xvi. 18^ 19 ; Josh. viii. 33, 35, &c.), the omission can only 
be accounted for on the supposition that human slavery wKs In no 
respect sanctioned by the Levitic&l law, and did not exist in the 
ancient Hebrew nation et all. Had God authorized slavery by 
that law, he would certainly have enacted a slave code to support 
it, as indispensable means for that support, and the fact that he 
did not is sufficient evidence of itself alone, where there is no 
other, that he did not establish such an institution in ancient Israel. 
Nor is there any history of slavish or other oppression in that 
nation, either ancient ormodem, except by the violation and not 
by the observance of the Levitical law, tc^ther with the coose- 
■ quent divine punishments of such violations. That great code 
was the most perfectly framed and adapted to prevent every 
species and degree of human oppression, of any that men were 
governed by, see Ex. xxii. 25, 27 ; Lev. xix. 9, 10, 15, xxiii. 
22 ; Deut. i. 17. xT. 7—15, ivi. 19, xSiv. 6, 10, 13, 19 — 22, 
xxviL 19, &c. The spirit of these and the numerous similar 
provisions found in the Scriptures, ought to be infused into all the 
human legislation in the world. 

V. Another important and decisive fact is, that, as has been 
already remarked, there are no words in the Hebrew language 
CorrespoD^ng in meanii^ with our English, and ths ancient 
and modem words "slave," "slaveholder," "slavery," &e., a cir- 
cumstance which never could have happened had the practice of 
human slavery existed among the ancient Israelites, either with 
or without the Levitical law. Never did an important public insti' 
tution, custom, or practice,- exist in any country in the world, 
without a distinct and specific name given to it in the language 
of the country. Accordingly the ancient Greeks and Romans, 
and other ancient nations, as well as the modem English, French, 
Spantards, &c., who have adopted and pursued the practice of 
human slavery, have each specific words or names for the practice 
itself, and for those who pursue it, and for their victims in the 
practice, in their respective languages. 

This fact alone is of itself sufficient also to prove that human 
slavery never could have existed among the ancient Hebrews. I 
do not know that. God ever expressly created language in the 
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^rtwld, but I do know that He created men with ftcnltiei and a 
diapontitm to give specific names to every important thing in the 
world, they were specially intercRted in or affected by, aa the 
structure of every language in the world will teitify." 

VI. Another of theie important facts it, the Levitical statute 
for the voluntary escape of the ancient Hebrew servants from 
their masters, contained in Deut. zxiii. 15, 16. Under this 
importaDt statute the servant could leave his master's service 
irhenever he pleased, and could not be compelled to return to 
that service without his own free consent j he himself being, in 
every case, the sole judge of the justice, and propriety of the 
whole transaction, the slatute being thus the direct moral and 
political opposite of our laws for the arrest and return of innocent 
fiigitive slaves. This humane statute is the spirit of the whale 
Scriptures, . and those violate that spirit who forcibly seize and 
return innocent fugitives from slavish oppression, or who do 
not shield and protect tfaem, see Frov, xxxl. S, 9 ; Isa. i. 17, 
xvi. 3, 4., Iviii. 7 ; Jer. xxi. 12, xxii. 3 ; Eze. xviii. 7 j Oba. 10— 
15; Zech. vii. 9—14; Matt xxv. 35, &c. Some 'contend 
that this statute was for the relief of foreign fagitive aer- 
vants ot slaves only, but the generality of the language of the 
statute proves, that it was intended for the benefit ol all servants 
alike, domestic sb well as foreign. It is, however, a provision 
most effectually adapted to guard and protect the rights and happi- 
ness of servants that ever was devised in the world, the same being 
rendered necegiary for that special purpose, by the uncommon 
Kability of that class of persons to civil oppression, and will of 
iUelf alone, wherever it is adopted in legal practice, put an end to 
the practice of human slavery in a week, — a circumstMice which 

• Then i> iw word in Oa Htbrra langaagi Haa nuan an|i tuck tting m our loord 
«Ii»(. ' The Hebiew vani whicli is in the king's trtuulaUoo leadered balh 
aentoa and ftimd mroant, ta Gnabad ; ths « is pTooouaced long m both ayllablet. Tha 
vrord is need five tintes in Ilie Old TcBlameDl hb a proper name, once by itself, in 
the case of the grandfather of David the King, where it is h our translation Obed— 
the nsBsJ^ being left offifolloving [he GieekTeision of the Beptoagint.uidnottbe 
Hebrew. In four other iiistantes it is used where it Is compounded with other 
wald»— OBEDinoH (goabad Edom, the serrant of Edom), Obadiab (gnabad ' 
■Yihn''aTigh| Ihe servant of Jehovah), Abedkeoo (gnabad nago, the servant ot 
liefal), Es^DiueuK (gnabsd malak, the servant of the King). 

The root of this word is the verb Gbahbad (in the last ajllable the a is short aa 
insad), which is thus defined by the highest Hebrew aulhoTiUe*^*) Iaioiv-(o etiUf. 
vote — to labor for,ar irve any ont--ii) bt trOviaTy. Bui if the ward signifies a (fdiK, 
then was father Adam in the garden of Eden a slave ; for God saw thai " there 
was not a man to Mf' or cttWeolc the ground, and' for this |iurpoae.he made manj 
and the afoieeaid word is the identical word there rendered " to till," ol cuUivate. 
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leadf tu to marrel why, if God really mtended to efltal>- 
liah nieh alaveiy by the Levitical UW, He ihould iaKit a 
proTuion in the nme code, which could not fail to prevent tbe 
commencement of tbe pTsctice. It is truly wicked to imagine 
God capable of such folly, lee Job iv. 17, 19, xl. 2, ko. Tet 
ittaoge and honible to relate, this very ci^dnct in oppreiaed 
■laves, tbui approbated andaanctiraied by the law of God, is in aa 
enlightened country, and among a people profeasiog to belieTC in 
the Christian religion, considered as one of the moat heinom 
crimes that Blarea can commit, and such asto render them deSerr- 
ing of the Kverest slave punishment .' ! And those freenun who 
have acted in accordance with the dictates of humanity and tbe 
Lews of God, and relieved those fugitives trom slavery, have been, ' 
and some of them are now, suffering the penalty within the walla 
of the j>miMMof our Slave States. One man, l^e Gen. Lafayette, 
is eidoUed to the al[ies,and triumphal arches are erected through* 
out our land in his htmor, because he left bis country and volun- 
teered to aid us in obtaining our polUical ri^ts and liberties } 
while another b made to pass, not under an arch of triumphal 
wreath^ but under the arch of a j^iaon door, to remun many 
years, because he aided his fellow mortals in obtaining, not their 
pol^ieai, but their peraaaal liberty. " Oh, my country, where 
is thy consistency V 

Such conduct reminds nsof the persecntion of Christiana by tbe 
heathen, for their obedience to the Law of God. 

VIL Another fact of immense importance in this conoectitm ia, 
the great Levitical institutions of the year of Release and the 
Jubilee, see Ex. zzi. 3; Lev. xzv. B, 13 ; Deut. xv. 12, lie. 
These were both types of deliverance from sjHritual bondage, but 
another great use was found in their civil policy. Out of the 
abundant caution in favor of tbe rights of men, these institutions 
were intended to prevent contracts for service extending beyond 
certain periods, and for the diacbarge of servant!, not from slavery, 
which did not exist in the Hebrew nation, hot from their own 
voluntary c(mtract8 for service (if indeed they Could contract 
beyond those periods), which might otherwise be most oppress- 
ively extended beyond them. These institutions being tbns estab- 
lished to protect civil liberty, could never hare been extended tp 
nnction humnn slavery — nor would God ever have enacted them, 
had He intended any nich sanction; because, so long as they 



ogle 



TWBLVB azemtmxTUi. facti. 61 

remuned in farce, it tu impoMible for Blavery to exist. By the 
opeittiotiof the Jubilee more was done to prevent the oppreanon 
of the P09E, than by nil the human laws for that purpose ever 
eoacted in the world. Any law enacted to protect natural liberty 
and rights can never, while it ia &ithfully obeyed, be made to 
protect iti moral oppositea. ^ 

VIII. Another bighiy important &ct resulting fn^n the Jubilee^ 
is the restoration of Inheritances or Eitatea to the original owners 
or their heirs, on the arrival of each successive Jubilee, see Lev. 
XXV. 10, 13, 23, 21, 36, 34, 41 ; Num. xxxvi. 4, &c. This pro- 
viuon was intended for the especial benefit of the poor, particu- 
larly for the benefit of poor Hebrew servants, without any r^ard 
to the pecuniary interest of their former masters. At the con- 
quest of the Lsnd of Canaan, all the ccmquered territory was as 
equally divided Eunong the Israelitisb people ai possible, see Num. 
xxvi. 53. 56, xxxiii. 54 ; Josh. xi. 23, xiv. 1, 5, &c., wfaich division 
was by the institution of the Jubilee, like our policy or system of 
entaitmeDt, rendered perpetual to the posterity of the original 
owners. 

The conduct of those who quote the perverted passages which 
have been reviewed in favOT of davery, is certainly very: remarka- 
ble — ^for they utterly refuse to allow any other part of thfe Leviti- 
cal law to regulate the condition of modem slaves, contrary to the 
well known legal rule which teaches, that all parts of the same 
code in relation to the same subject matter, ought in justice and 
according to custom in other cases, to be adopted and applied to 
its regulation, or else reject all. Thus they will allow of no 
atatute for the voluntary escape of slaves, no year of Belease, no 
Jubilee,' no Bestoration of property, no wages or other pay, dot 
any of the other £4eTitical rights and privileges to slaves, merely 
because such an allowance would spoil their whole theological 
slave-theory, and instantly destroy that beantiful system of Scrip- 
tural slave bondage and oppression, which they pretend God him- 
self established by those perverted statutes. It seemA to me that 
they must have but little confidence in the wi^om of their Uaker, 
thus to adopt only a small portion of His pretended law on the 
subject of slavery, and reject all the rest of it appertaining to the 
same subject. 

IX. Another most decisive iaot is, that there is aot only no 
account in the Scriptures of uiy kind of slsveiy in the JewiA 
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nBtion, but there is no Jewuh of other traditiim of any melt 
■laver;. fireiy other anciest Blaveholding naticm hw Mt distinct 
historical traditioDB of its sUvebolding practice — it being just as ' 
impoBtible for a natioa to foi^t the principal occurrences in Hb' 
own history, as it is for an individaal to forget those of his own 
life. If ever, therefc^e, the Jews had practised human slavery, 
even in violation of the Levilical law, thej would have leA an 
historical tradition of it, the same as the Greeks and Romans have 
of their history — while the entire absence of any such hivtory is 
the strongest negative testimony that can exist, that the Jews never 
had any such practice or custom among them. Josepfaus relatesi' 
DO such custom, though the word " slave" is made to appear in 
the English translation of his history, which is most likely to be a 
^se rendering, because the Hebrew language, which contiunsno 
such word, was bis native tongue. That the Jews were sometimes 
guilty of great oppression and other sins against the Levitical law, 
is certain from the Scriptures themselves, see Isa. i. 11 — 15, xxix. 
13 i Jer. Mil. 13—17 ; Matt. xv. 6, 9 ; Mark vii. 5, 9 ; Tit. i. 
14, &c> If appears to have been chiefly on account of this very 
■in that most of the Prophets were commissioned and sent to 
reprove them. But there is no eTidence whatever that they 
carried these abominable perversions to the extent our modem 
ChrLstians have, to the moral justification of actual slavery or pro- 
pei^y in nan. 

X. Another &ct is, that at the creation God gave to mankind 
alone, the dominion of ownership or property in the.earth and its 
productions, see Gen. i. 26, ^S, ii:. 2j Fs. viii. 6, 8, &c. By 
virtue of this great statutory grant, one individual of the human 
race has just as good natural and divine right to the earth and its 
productions, as any other individual has, of which right every kind 
of monopoly is a direct infringement and breach of the moral law 
of God, and to the full and perfect enjoyment of which grant and 
right, it is necessary that each individual should be just as free 
as all the rest are. This statute strikes at the root of not only 
slavery, t»it of monopoly ; by rendering each a violation of th« 
moral law. Thus does the first chapter in the Scriptures contain, 
by an implied but necessary divine guaranty, the grand charter 
of the civil liberties of all mankind — a charter violated by slave- 
holders, and other monopolistJB, and by oppressors every moment 
of their oppressive agency. God himself has thus forbidden alt 
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hnmaB monopoly by His own Iioly and perfect lair. He never 
nuule a grant to one class of men of any other class, and the fact 
that he has not, taken in connection vith the other grant, is alone 
proof certain and conclusiTe, that so far from ever having sane- 
tioned the practice of human slavery, He utterly forbade the same 
by eaactm^itB, obedience to which rendered tuch slavery 
impDsaible. 

XI- Another eqoaUy decisive fact is, th^t human slavery is a 
direct violation of the eighth and tenth commaodments, and an 
indirect bnt eijually certain violation of tbe other commands con- 
tained in that great table. Slavery, as ive have seen, is the highest 
kind of larceny condemned by the Levitical law, and is therefore 
the greatest possible violation of the eighth commandment. But 
as by the same law every haman being is, under God, tbe sole 
owner of himself and all his just r^hts, faculties and acquisitions, 
tbe crime which usurps and robs him of them all is founded in 
covetonsneis, or in a greedy and criminal desire to possess that 
which belongs to another, or to others, and to which tbe slave- 
holder knows he' has no moral or. just ri^t, and which is thus a 
direct violation of the tenth commandment. But human slavery 
is also an indirect'but equally cerlain violation of the commands 
in the Decalogue, because its support and effects necessarily pro- 
duce such violations, as every reader will by a little reflection 
readily perceive. Now nothing could be more wickedly absurd 
than tbe supposition, that though the Almighty enacted these 
great commands in the Levitical law. He at the same time estab-- 
lisfaed, an institution in the same law, the support of which He 
knew would produce the necessary and certain violation of the 
■ame commands, and within the wide sphere of its destructive 
influence, render the practical observance and <^ration of the 
whole of them impossible. 

Slavery produces the constant violation of the commands of 
tbe Decalogue. Thus, it compels the slaves to violate the first 
and second commands, by rendering their masters the objects of 
their slavish obedience and worship, and compelling them to obey 
their owners' will in evei^ c^, though that will be ever so 
hostile to that oS God. It produces the violation of the third 
commtmd, by the constant criminal temptation and wicked neces- 
nty in all concerned ui, cr suffering from it, to use the most 
proftne language, and causes them otherwise lightly to treat 
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their Maker*! commandi. It teaches them also to Tiolate 
the fourth command, hy rendering it impossible for slaves 
to observe the Lord's day (the Christian's Siitbath), ia the 
spirit of the command, and by otherwise inducing a general 
neglect and disregard in all slave societies to the ordinances to be 
attended to on that d^ ; of the fifth, by prohibitingstave children 
from honoring and obeyii^ their own parents, they beii^ obliged 
to substitute in place of filial obedience and parental authority, a 
davish obedience and subjection to their tnasters only; of the 
sixth, by constantly tempting and producing slave murders Id 
every form and degree of barbarity, for the necessary support of 
slavery ; of the seventh, by^roliibiting marriage to the slaves, and 
producing criminal concubinage and licentiousnesB among them, 
as well as the generd. compulsory prostitution of the female 
portion of the slaves, by reason of the arbitrary power which it 
confers on the matters and other oppressors ; «nd lastly, of the 
ninth, by its necessary tendency to produce the habit of fidsehood 
and lyii^ in both masters and slaves — in the former for the purpose 
of deceivii^; and abusing their ^ves, in the latter to deceive their 
oppressors and avoid puni^ment for slave offences. It also pro- 
duces the same habit in others who are infected with the spirit of 
the sin of slavery and are enlisted in its support, as is well exem- 
plified by their constant employment at the various false pretences 
and obj ections raised by tfaem against the abolition of slavery, and 
by the malignant filsehooda circulated by thetn against the friefida 
of emancipation, and their measures, as well as against and respect- 
ing slaves i and as all the other moral precepts in the Scriptures 
tie but ezemplificatians and applications of those in the Deca- 
logue, slavery directly or indirectly produces the constant neces- 
sary violation of them all. 

Xn. The last decisive fact I shall quote in this conAeotlon is^ 
that human slavery is an indirect but certain violation of every 
moral precept contained in the Scriptures, because the support of 
it produces the necessary violation of every one of those precepts, 
. a circumstance which proves its great criminality, and fumiahes 
the principal reason why it was punished with death by the Leviti- 
cal law. In this way such slavery is disctivered to vii^ate tiie 
spirit or general intent of the Scriptures more extensively 
perhaps than any other crime except murder. It is imposdble 
for any penon to practise human slavery an hour without violat- 
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ii^; the law of Love, the Oolden Role, and the numerous other 
unilar fweeepts tfast abound in the Scripturea, aa much ao u if 
he practised murder and other crimea, as ever; one would 
acknowledge were he himwlf enslaved, and ai the sligbtest critical 
reflection will demonstate. Thus it is imponible for any dave- 
holder or other person- engaged in the support tA riatery not to 
violate the precepts found in such parages as Lev. :dz. 18; 
Deut. xxiv. 14, 15; Mai. iii. 5; Mark x. 19 ; 1 Thes. ir. 6, 
&c. Nor is it possible for any slave fully to obey the precepts 
in Ex. XX. 16; Eph. v. 2—4, 22, 25, vi. 1, 4. Now for 
UB to pretend' that the Almighty would ^ve us this mnltitude 
of precepts aa rules of our iporal conduct, and declare disobedience 
to any of them to be sinful, and at the same time estabiisli and 
sanction an institution in the same law containing the precepts, 
the neceuary effect of whibh he foreknew would produce the 
neceasary violation of them alt, and totally prevent their moral 
efficacy in this world, is an absurdity too gross and too wicked 
for a moment's innocent tderation. 

I might thus proceed to enumerate many other natural and 
Scriptural facts^f less monl importance in the connection, but 
equally conclusive against the wicked pretence of Old Testament 
Blavery, but the foregoing are abundantly sufficient for the present 
purpose. And against this overwhelming mass of circumstantial 
evidence, c(Hitradicting and disproving the pretence, what do its 
advocates produce 1 Ifothing but a repetition of the few per- 
verted |»ssages which have been reviewed, their pro-slavery con- 
struction of which has been proved to %e false, as the same 
passagea were bktended for 'the promotion of liberty instead of 
slavery — the same r^>etiti6n being always accompanied with a 
coatemptnouB and obstinate refusal, either critically to examine 
the merits of those passages by themselves, or to compare the 
pass^es with the context on the same subject matters, or with 
the general i^irit of tfce Scriptures, in order to ascertain their 
true and genuine meaning. Such dtdionesty as this is-'truly 
popi^ in its chuacter, and never was, and never can be employed 
for anythi;^ bat tlie justification of sin and crime, being always 
exhibitedin cases where the true meaning of God's Word is the 
snbject of controversy, the same conduct' being a direct violation 
of the precepts contained in 1 Thes. v. 21, and other similar pas- 
sages, and aaverely censured and condemned in Hatt. xv. 3, 



D,g,l,7?<IJ,GOOglC 



66 ANTI-BLATEET BIBLK ASfiClIKHT. 

6, 9 ; 2 F«f . ii. 1, and in a hundred other places, and can 
only be accounted for in the present case, from the absolute 
necessity of committiiig one great crime for the support of another, 
because sin can oever in any case or under any circumstanceB be 
supported by any other than sinfbl means. 



CHAPTER XV. 

FEKTSBSIONS 07 THE KEW TSSTAKEMT. 
INTRODTTCTORT KEKASKS. 

It is very generally contended by the advocates of fauroan slaTOry 
that Christ and his apostles did not condemn the practice of such 
slavery, but, on the contrary, connived at, and acquiesced in, and 
thereby sanctioned that practice, though the same was nearly 
universal throughout the Bomao empire during the whole period 
of their ministry. This pretended example of theirs is supposed 
to foe a sufficient moral warrant for the pio-slavery conduct and 
example of our pro-slavery cl«gy and their pro^lavery followers. 
It is said if Christ and his true followers sanctioned and supported 
human slavery, all Christians ought to sanction and support tha 
practice also.. But to this pro-slavery pretence, I reply, that 

Christ DID DIKBCTLT AND RZPRBSaLT CONDEHH THE PSACTICS OV 

HFHAK SLAVEKV AB A OBEAT BIN, and by the same name of maa 
stealing, &c., too ; in the same manner as the Old Testament did, 
as has been sufficiently explained. He did this by solemnly re-a^ 
firming, ratifying, and confirming the Levitical or Mar&l law, which 
said law jcondemoed human slavery by those names, as .we have 
seen it did ; see Matt. v. 17, 18 ; Luke xvi. 17. Were a le^sla- 
ture to adopt and ratify a whole code of laws at once, as haa 
been the case, which said code condemned a particular act or 
practice as a crime or am, it would just as directly and as pon- 
tively condemn the same act or practice as a crime or sin, as if it 
had originally draughted and enacted the special statute intended 
for that purpose. It is the weakest sophistry imaginable to pre> 
tend that Ctirist did not condemn human slavery directly, becaoK 
he could not ratify and confirm the moral law without doii^ w. 



ogle 



rEOHH^TEET rBSTSSBIORB OF THS MEW TESTAUEKT. €7 

It would be jost as absurd and &lie to pretend that Christ did not 
by sach rfttlficatioii aad confirmation directly condemn murder, 
robbery, theft, and the other crimes specifically condemned in the 
moral law or Lentical code, as that he did not directly condemn 
manflteating or slavery by it. The apostles also pronounced the 
same condemnation by their similar ratification and confirmation of 
the moral lav. See Rom.'iii. 31, vii. 12, x. 4, ; Gal. iii. Hi ; lit 
Hm. i. 8, and numerous other New Testament passages confirma- 
tory of the moral law. The whole public ministry of the apostles 
was based upon this doctrine, namely, — that the whole moral law 
WW still in force, and would for e?er remain in force ; and that as 
all mankind had violated that law, and would continue to violate 
it, they had no other means of salvation left but by faith in Christ 
and obedience to His laws. The whole scope and tenor of their 
writings so clearly and abundantly teach this doctrine that it 
cs^iuot be honestly mistaken. After such repeated and explicit 
ratifications and confirmations of this great law, there was 
neither any necessity nor propriety in Christ and the apostlps 
tranHcribing the whole of that law into their writings in order to 
show that they condemned each of the specific crimes enumerated 
in it, such a transcript being a work of mere supererogation or use- 
leas tadt. Accordingly they never alluded to any of the specific 
rins condemned in and by the moral law for any other purpose 
than that of illustration, as in 1st Tim i. 10, and other passage*. 
Bnt even without such allusions, the mere ratification and con- 
firmation of the moral taw by Christ and his apostles, was a direct 
and positive ccmdemnation by them of every sin condemned in 
that law. The common pro-slavery pretence, therefore, that 
Christ and his apostles did not condemn human slavery, is a naked 
and obvious untruth. They did in various other ways indirectly 
condemn such slavery, as by their denunciations of oppression, and 
their views of covetoumess, extortion, &c., but the foregoing is 
their direct and positive condemnation. '^ 

So by way of indirect apology, we frequently hear it asserted 
that Christ and his apostles did not attack slavery at all, that they 
never preached against it, and from this assumption the pro-slavery 
inference is sagaciously drawn that they actually connived at and 
acquiesced in the jM^ctice, just as pro-slavery preachers and pro- 
fesBCffs now do. But to this gftituitous supposition, or be^ng 
, t]ie~que8ti<»i, I reply, that we do not now know aguott what par- 
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ticultr Bins Cbriat and hit apostles preached the moat ; for the 
New Testament ia merely a general hiatoi? ood coVpilBtiMi of 
general doctrinea, and not a volume of their reli^oua discourses. 
Among the varioua sina, it specifically mentioiu murder, and man- 
stealing or slavery, and condemns them both with eipial severity, 
but it gives u« but a small share of the preaohiag of Christ and hii 
apostles, and none at all of their ^ecific preaching agaiiut 
those two ans. According to thia pretended negative tesUmony 
of the New Testament then; if Christ and his apostles connived «t 
and approbated the practice of slavery, they connived at ^d ap- 
probated the practice of murder also. So aoGording to the same 
mode of reasoaing, as we have no account whatever that Chiiit 
and his apostles preached against piracy, arson, forgery, counter- 
feiting, &c. } they must have connived at and approbated the prac- 
tice of those crimes, and have thereby left us their Christian sauq- 
tion to practise the same, just us we are to practise milder aod 
slavery ! Such are the necessary mond consequences of this 
kind of perversion. 

During the public ministry of Christ and his apostles, murder 
and slavery, and most other crimes condemned by the moral law, 
abounded in the Roman empire, and I infer that they preached 
just as faithfully against slavery as against murder and those otheo- 
crimes, because they were all persecuted, and all but one put to 
death, on account of their preaching, which they hardly wouU 
have been had they, like many of our modem preachers and pro- 
fessors of religion, connived at and acquiesced in-the customary 
practice of those most populat sins. Futfaful Christian preaching 
always brought persecution upon itself. Had the apostles b«en 
unfaithful or treachero()8 to their cause by cwniving at popular 
sins, they i^iight have lived quietly, peaceably, and respectably, 
among Roman rourdeters, meustealera, idolators, &c., pnd bees 
patronized, cherislied, and esteemed by them just as our modera 
pro-slavery preachers now are by American slaveholders. So far 
as we have soy account of their preaching in the New Testament, 
the presumption is, that Christ and his apostles feithfully preached 
against every fonn aod de^ee of customary sin in their times^ 
as Matthew xxiii., Luke xi., and other specimens testify, <a 
in other words that they preached against all the ana condemn- 
ed by the mo^ law which they had ratified, and to this rMS(ma- 
ble presumption there is no apposing testimony. We are nth 
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where pontively informed in the New Testament, or elsewhere, 
that the Apostles, in their ordinary verbal discourses, preached 
igaiost the cruel heathen persecutions of themselves and other 
Christians, againsl ofienrire war, theatrical exhibitions, gladiatorial 
shows, human sacrifices, concubinage, heathen feasts, idol worship, 
the Olympic games, aod a hundred other heathen abominationa 
legalized and customarily prevalent in their times. But whoever 
supposes that they did not preach against all these abominations^ 
or that they in any way winked at and approbated the practice 
of them, must, in my opinion, be entirely mistaken, because there 
is no .probability that Ihey were thus treacherous to the moral law 
which they had ratified, and because their fate proves tbey were 
fiot. Nor have we any more evidence or reason to believe that 
Glirist and his apostles connived at and approbated the practice of 
slavery and its honors, th^ that they connived at and approbated 
the practice of murder or the other heathen abominations hero 
specified. As the perversions by means of which so many of our 
American Christians pacify their coosciences were then unknown, 
no satisfactory reason can now be rendered why they should or 
ni^ht have been liable to do so. 

From some statements in the New Testament it would seem 
that the preaching of Christ and his Apostles must have been ex- 
tenave indeed ; see Matt. x. 17, xxviii. 19, 20 ; Luke ix. 2, 6 ; 
John xxi. 25 ; AcU i. 8, ix. 15, x. 42, xiii. 5, xvi. 10, xvii. 2, 17, 
xviii. 4, 25, xi. 20, 25—27 ; 1 Cor. xv. 10 j 2 Cor. xi. 23, 28, 
&c. Thus we are informed in Acts xxviii. 30, 31, that Paul 
preached two years in one place at one time, yet we have scarcely 
any iofcurmatian in the New Testament, or in any other history, 
respecting the specific subjects of the voluminous public dis- 
courses of these great preachers. We have no specific information 
in the New Testament, or elsewhere, that they preached against 
slavery or any other criminal practice by its specific name. But as 
the same great Apostle ha^ informed us, in Acts xz. 26, 27, that 
" he had not shunned to declare all the counsel of God," that " he 
Was pure from the blood of all men," and as he, in Epb. vi. 20, 21, - 
uid other passages, requested the prayers of the brethren for special 
grace to preach the gospel boldly, which be could not have done 
without futhfully preaching against slavery or man-stealing, 
we may coofideatly conclude that he and all the other apostolic 
preachers did so. 
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There ia no probability that thew devoted men neglected to 
preach anything they taught, or that tbey fsuled to preach against 
any crime condemned in their writing!, not eren Blavery. Yet 
we are gravely iafonned by our |ffo-Blavery preachers and their 
followers, that we hare no authority from the New Tertameat to 
preach ^tunst slavery, and thereby distorb ^e domeatic scripturml 
relation of .master and dare, and that ve ought nlently to acqui- 
esce in, and ttnu sanction the relation, just as Christ and his 
apostles must be sapposed to have done. This is ttie Irind ofgoa- 
pel extensively [reached in this country at this time. It will be 
a matter of amusement if not of profit, to test the correctness of 
this mode of preaching by its consequences. For ioataoce, 9» 
nothing is said in the New Testament about any pahlic preaching 
of Christ and his apostles against murder, we have no authority 
from the volume, accordiag to this reasoning, to preach against 
murder, the same being thus licensed by that book I In the same 
manner as nothing is said in that book about any public preaching 
(g the apostles against arbitrary goremment, and despotic law, and 
practice, we are to infer from these negative premises that the 
same apostles connived at, acquiesced in, and approbated the bar* 
barities of Nero, Caligula, Domitian, and the other heathen mon- 
sters who persecuted and murdered them and their brethren 1 and 
th^ this supposed connivance and assent of the apostles is to be 
construed as a moral justification of those barbarities, and moral 
license to similar atrocities in all afier time I On the same kipd 
of premises we are also required to believe that John the Baptist 
uid Christ both approbated the massacre of the in&nts by Herod, 
and that public massacres of all sorts are to be dlently tolerated 
by Christians! So that Protestants have DO authority from the 
scriptures, and therefore no moral right whatever, to complain of 
their persecutions by the Catholics, which they ou^t to approbate 
and not condemn ; nor have the persecuted a right to complain of 
their persecutors under atiy circumstances! such persecutiooa 
beii^ morally justified and sanctioned by the approving silence 
of Christ uid his apostles ! 

Furthermore, as we have no account whatever of any public 
preaching by Christ and his Apostles against fo^ery, arson, piracy 
counterfeiting, and twenty other heinous ancient as well as modern 
crimes, we are to presume from this supposed approving silence 
and acquiescence of theirs, that the whole of those crimes ar^ 
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moially approbated and licensed in the New Teetament, by the 
special exBmpIe of Christ and his Apostles, so that we have no 
moral right whatever to dlatuib others in the commission of 
them ! ! And lastly, as there is no account of any such preaching 
of Christ and his Apostles agaiW human slavery, nor against the 
moral crimes necessary to support and preserve the practice, we 
are to presume that the whole of these crimes are morally appro- 
bated and licensed in the New Testament, by the approving 
sileace and crainiraace of Christ and his Apostles, and were thiii 
morally justified by the same example at all times and places 
thereafter ! ! These few test specimens are abundantly sufficient 
to prove the falsity, absurdity, and futility of the nonsense that 
we have no authority in the New Testament, from the writings of 
Christ and his Apostles, for preaching and inveighing against the 
system of human slavery that ensts in our land ; on the contrary, 
itia just as easy to prove that we have this authority fh>m the New 
as we have from th» Old Testament, far the latter is entirely 
ntified and confirmed by the former, as we have seen, and what- 
ever any part of both, or either of them, condemn and oppose, ta 
tatify and approve, we all are morally bound to ratify and approve, 
ta ctmdemn and oppose, as the case may be, and that by public 
preaching, as well as in all other just and righteous modes, see 
Rom. XV. 4 ; 2 Tim. iii. 16, 17, &c. Nobody doubts the truth of 
this great moral duty in any other case except slavery. Nor does 
anybody doubt in any other case, the special obligation of tho 
. Christian pulpit to practise this duty, since the Scriptures plainly 
teach the special obligation of that agency to enforce every Chris- 
tian duty, and that with a degree of enei^ and perseverance pro , 
portioned to the public neglect of each duty, as is best shown by 
special precept and the exEunples of the Holy Prophets and Apos- 
tles, who literally discharged this duty. When therefore we Icnow 
that both the Old and Hew Testament condemn and oppose 
slavery, with the same severity as they do the worst of other 
crimes, as has been clearly shown in these passages, we also know 
from the same Scriptures, that it is our moral duty to condemn 
and oppose it with equal severity ourselves. 
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CHAPTEK XVI. 

PSO-SLAVEKY PERTEXBI0N8 OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. 

(CotUinued.) 

Examiofttioa of HkH. xx.28, xxvi. 38; Actixs.S6; Rom. vu.l4; 1 Cor. ri. 
SO,™. 33; IPet.i. 18,19; 2Pet.iL 1,3; ReF.v.8,&c. 

It has already been Bufficiently explained, that the whole of these 
passages are typical or figurative descriptions of free and volun- 
tary service, copied from their Levifical types or figures of the 
ancient Hebrew serritudes, and are so far from being indicative 
of involuntary or slavish service, that they figuratively describe a 
"ransom," or a "purchase," or a "redemption," each meaning; 
substantially the same efiect or thing, from the slavi^ service or 
slavery of sin, to the free and voluntary service of right eousnes*. 
Every reader of the Scriptures understands the passages in thia 
sense without a dissenting opinion or doubt, notwithstanding the 
employment in the descriptions of the words "buy," "sell,** 
" purchase" and " redeem," &«. The types or figures from 
which these descriptions are taken, are the same ancient Hebrev 
sales, purchases, ransoms, and redemptions of the ancient Hebrew 
and other oriental servants, wives, children, wards, brethren, and 
other relations, so often mentioned in the Pentateuch and other 
parts of the Old Testament, as in Gen. xvii. 12, 13, &c.; Ex. xxL 
2, &c., XXX. 12 — 16 ; Lev. v, 6 — 19, ixv. 48, 49 ; Num. xxxi. 
50 j Deut. xvi, 12, &u:.; Enth jv. 10, &c.; transactions frequently 
alluded to for the purpose of illustration in other parts of the Old 
Testament, see Job. xxxiii. 21, xxxvi. 18; Ps. xlix. 7, S, &c. 
We know that these ancient customary transactions were the 
types or figures from which the New TestEunent passages now 
under review were taken, not only because no other ancient types 
of the kind are to be found, and because all the formative descrip- 
tions in the New Testament of free and voluntary service are 
copied from the Levitical tjrpes, in the Old Testament, but also 
from direct allusions to these types in various other parts of the 
New Testament, see Gal. iv. 1—5, v. 1 j Heb. ix. 9, x. 1, 
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4, &c. No one ever thinks of doubting the truth of these 
figurative Elusions in favor of anything else but human slavery. 
But, as has been already remarked, since these New Testament 
descriptions are of free and volu/Uary service only, the types or 
figures from which they were taken must have been of similarfree 
service, because a free description cannot be taken from a slavish 
type. It is impossible therefore that any of the Old Testament 
purchases and sales of human beings should have been of a slavish 
nature, unless, as in the case of the sale of Joseph by his brethren, 
the subject matter and the general deBcription together both com- 
hine to show clearly that such was the faot. For these reasons it 
is perfectly clear from the whole tenor of the Scriptures, that 
none of the ancient Hebrew servants were any more sold into 
involuntary service or slavery, than Christian converts were as 
such ever reduced to that condition by their Christian conversion 
— both kinds of these servitudes being perfectly free and vol- 
untary. 



CHAPTER XTII. 

PBO-SLAVERY PERVEBSIOKS OF THS KEW TESTAMENT. 

(^Continued.) 
2S, zzii. t7; Bon. xui. 1—7 ; Titus ill I ! 

It is impossible that the case recorded in Matt, iviii. 23, 25, 
should have been a slave sale or even a figurative description of 
one, because it appears from the 24th verse of the same chapter 
that the servant spoken of " owed" his master, which was impossi- 
ble if he were a slave, because by the laws of human slavery, both 
ancient and modern, a slave could no more owe his master, than 
a beast or other article of property could. By the law of God, 
by the commm law, and by every other just code of laws in the 
world, every slaveholder justly owes his slave, and not the latter 
him, a doctrine from which the Abolitionists contend that com- 
pensation on emancipation is morally and justly due to the slaves 
idone, and to nobody else, and that from their former masters os 
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Oppressors only. The parable recorded in the passage under con- 
uderation, is an allusion to the sales of insolvent debtors under 
the harsh and oppressiTe heathen laws of the Sc»aan Empire, the 
same being in no way similar to any Toltmtary sales of peraonB 
approved in the Old Testament, and iras used in this New Testa- 
ment paamge to illustrate the doctrine the Saviour was then incal- 
cating. 

Both the letter and spirit of Matt. xxii. SI ; Rom. xiii. 1—7 ; 
Titos iii. 1 ; 1 Pet. ii. 13, andnmilar passage are for the sake of 
human slavery most grossly perverted by the advocates of such 
slavery, to teach a silent acquiescence in, and contented submissian 
to the practice of all such public sins as are legalized by wicked 
human governments. From the doctrine promul^ted in Rom> 
ziti. 1 — 7, and many corresponding passages, it is certain that 
human governments of every name and form are of divine appoint-, 
ment and authority, and are to be respected and obeyed as such. 
But such govemments and their abuses being moral and political 
opposites, the doctrine ^ves no moral license, and imposes "no 
moral duty whatever, to respect and support the abuses, the per- 
Tersions, and the corruptions of such governments, for the admin- 
istration of the latter must be morally righteous and good, to 
varrant the voluntary support of them as a moral duty in any 
case wbatevec, because we are directed to avoid all sin and the 
support of all sinful agents and agencies. Not that the Scriptures 
do not make a just distinction between forms of human govern- 
ment, because tbey plainly teach a preference of the republican 
form over all others. But they also teach, that God will own and 
bless any other form of government that is righteously and wisely 
administered, and also, that He will disown and curse any form, 
even the republican, that is perverted and abused to be the shield 
and protector of public sins — and as the same Scriptures also 
teach, that as far as we are capable, we are morally bound to 
imitate God as the first and greatest rule of moral duty, so we are 
morally bound to oppose all governmental abuses and corruptioni 
vhatever, without regard to modes and forms. 

The whole of this Scriptural teaching exactly corresponds with 
the great Law of Nature, because our own common sense teaches 
us that one form or mode of government is no better than another, 
except as it is less liable to abuse. But the advocates of fannuoi 
slavery contend ib its behalf that we are monlly bound by tlie 
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iiutnictions of the punages under conslderaiion, voluntarily to 
nipport all theerron,kb)uei, peiTenionBandcomiptionBof humaa 
goverame&ts, legalized bumaa slareiy among the rest, and never 
attempt to use even moral means to counteract and destroy, or 
reform it. 

But this ldn,d of nplitstry must be very difficult to support by 
ar^ment, for on the supposition that it is true doctrine, Christ 
aai bis Apostles and disciples were morally bound to justify and 
support theirown persecutors, instead of blaming and condemning 
them as they did, because all the persecutions they suiTeied were 
legalized by hnman governments. This slavish doctrine must he 
heretical in every respect. Thus, humsa life and faculties, as 
well ftfl human governments, are also of divine appointment and 
authority, and vre are directed in the Scriptures to preserve and 
mpport and employ them properly, but it must be highly sinful 
in UB to justify and support their abuses, because the latter ate 
tughly sinful. 

Beaidea, wejore directly and repeatedly taught in the Scriptures, 
both by precept and example, that where the laws and customs of 
men conflict with the law of God, we are morally bound to obey 
the latter, though the coosequences be a necessary violation of 
the fbrmet, see Ex. zziii. 2 ; Acta iv. 19, v. 29, and numerous 
corroborative passages j a doctrine fully illustrated and confirmed 
by the volnntaiyandconsistentezam[4e of all the Bible preachetTf 
the whole of wham Were persecuted and most of them put to 
death, for their voluntary violation of wicked human laws and 
custonu: Nothing can be morally and politically more reasonable 
than this conduct, or in other words more agreeable to the Law 
of Nature, becattse, ihou^ human governments are divinely 
authorized, yet their abuses and corruptions are not, and are there- 
fore entitled to no voluntary respect and support. It is remarkable 
that in the passages now under consideration we are commanded 
not to obey homan governments and laws, but to lubmit to, or be 
subject to them, and that for the Lord's sake anfl not theirs. If 
therefore we violate wicked human laws, but voluntarily and peace- 
ably snbnut to^their penalties inflicted for the violation, we as truly 
remain subject or submissive to them, as if we obeyed their 
requirements. From these plain premises it clearly appears, that 
the subjection inculcated in Rom. xiii. 1 — 7, &c., really means, 
voluntary obedience to all human laws and customs that are 
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morally good, and Toluntary mbmisnon to the penalties preBcribed 
for the violatiixk of all those that are morally bad, see Daniel iii. 
6, &c. This reasonable conBtmctioii hami(HiizeB with the eatiie 
teaching of the Scriptures on the subject, which the opposite pro- 
slavery construction entirely destroys. It is a doctrine of the 
Scriptures too pl^ to be iimocently misunderstood, that wherever 
we find the laws and customs of men conflict with the law of 
God, we are morally bound to violate the former in obedience to 
the latter. Others carry tbe perversion fltill further, and maintua 
that because we are morally bound peaceably to submit to thews 
wicked penalties, at least unless we can peaceably avoid their 
infliction, and because we have no moral right to resist their inflic- 
tion by physical force, therefore the wickedest human govern- 
ments have a moral or divine right to legalize and enforce thosa 
penalties. But this pretence must also be a rank and dangeroiw 
heresy, because, if it be true doctrine, where is the moral g:uilt 
of legalized persecution for righteousness' sake, so severely con- 
demned in the Scriptures 1 Why condemn Huch persecution at 
all, if wicked human governments have a moral right to inflict it? 
Besides, though the wicked relations of men are never regulated, 
but always coudemned in the Scriptures, yet the behavior of 
innocent persons wrongfully subjected to them frequently is regu- 
lated, both by precept and example, see Ex. xxiii. 4; Prov. ix. 
32, iiiv. 29 i Matt. v. 39—44 ; Rom. xii. 17, 20, &c., and yet, 
»o far from any license being granted in these passages to inflict 
the wrongs submitted to, we are assured in the same passages that 
God himself will avenge or punish them. Patient submission to 
oppression and other evil treatment ii, according to the same and 
numerous corresponding passages, a moral duty which the 
oppressed and persecuted owe to God, and not to ^heir oppresson^ 
who persecute and oppress them. Were the doctrine otherwise, 
all who persecute and abuse their fellow-men " for righteousness 
sake" are, contrary to the plain teaching of the Scriptures, mor- 
ally justified in such wickedness, so that even those who perse* 
cqted and put to death the Prophets, Apostles and martyrs, dis- 
charged none but their moral duty in so doing, and deserve praise 
instead of censure for such meritorious deeds ! 
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CHAPTEK SVIll. 

PRO SbAYBRT PE&VEXBiONB OP TBE NEW TESTAUENT. 

^Continued.) 



; Titui U. B, 10 ; I Tim. 

The Greek vords used in these pasaafes for semnta are doulot, plu- 
ral otdculoi, and oiketaif plural oSotketei, and for " roasters," kurioi, 
plural of kurios, and iktpotat, plural of despotes—^ach couplet bar- 
ing apparently little orno distinction of meaning. Like our English 
word " servants," the two former never mean " slaves," whose tech- 
Dicftl Greek name as we have seen is andrapoda, unless the context 
and Bubject-matter show that fact — nor do the two latter ever mean 
" slaveholders," whose technical Greek word is andrapodistat, ex- 
cept where the same evidence provesthat meaning. Thus the Apos- 
tlejs were not property or slaves in any sense, though each of them 
styled himself a '^ servaiu" (doulo») of Jesaa Christ his " mcuter" 
(kurios) who certainly was not a slaveholder in any sense, see 
Luke ii. 29 ; Acts ii. 18 ; Rom. i. 1 ; Phil. i. 1 ; Titus i. 1 ; James 
i. 1 i 2 Pet. i. 1, &c., nor ate those words ever used in the New 
Testament, in connection with any slavish regulations or direc- 
tions. On the contrary, though the best directions are given in 
that volume for the good regul^on of the ordinary free relation 
of master and servant, it cannot be possible they were intended to 
regulate the relation of master and slave, for if obeyed they would 
be sure to destroy the latter relation itself, contrary to the intent 
of all such regulations, which are always provided for their sup- 
port and not their injury. Thus the simple direction given in 
Eph. vi. 9 ; Col. iv. 1 ; Philemon, 16th verse, would, if literally 
obeyed by all slaveholders, put a final and total end to their 
sUveholding rights and authority in a single day. Now we cannot 
h(westly and innocently believe or suppose, that God would pro- 
vide regulations for the intended support and benefit of any rela- 
tion whatever, which He foreknew would if obeyed certainly 
overthrow and destroy it M It must he b^bly wicked to im 
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God capable of sach folly. It is poaajble that the directions con- 
tained in Eph. vi. 5 — 8, were intended to apply to the cases of 
all servants alike, to that of elaves among the rest, because, accord- 
ing to the spirit of Matt. t. 39 — 44 ; Kom. xii. 17, 20, Sic., it is 
the moral duty of slaves and other (^pressed persons who cannot 
peaceably avoid their unhappy condition, patiently to submit to 
their haid fate, leaving the punishment of thmr oppressors to God, 
who will be sure to inSict it, because be has promised to do so. 

But we should remember that theie dirsctions are accompanied 
by others to the masters, whish if obeyed will be sure to termi- 
nate the relation, so that the whole directions talcen together must 
have been intended to destroy slavery, because their joint efie«t 
is entirely antagonistical and hostile, to the practice. The same 
passages alao teach us, that whenever we addren slaves on the 
mbject of the^ moral duty in that condition, we should also 
address the masters an their moral duty in relation to their slaves, 
which according to the spirit of the passages, as well as that (^ 
the whole Soriptures, clearly is, to treat their slaves in all respects 
as freemen or free and voluntary servants, by allowing and respect- 
ing all their natural rights, which will of course terminate their 
enslavement.'. It ii remarkable also that the duties of servants 
inculcated in the passages under consideration, are repcesei^ed in 
them aa due to God and not to man, from which drcnmstance I 
strongly suspect their directions were intended for slaves, more than 
for any other class of servants, especially as Asia Minor, in which 
Epbesus was situated, aliounded' in staves. Similar directions, 
and for similar reasons, are alio given to all idasses of servants and 
masters in Col. iii. 22, 25, iv. 1 ; Colosse being also a city of 
Asia Minor. Similar remarks are also in all respects applicable 
to the directions contained in Titus ii. 9, 10 ; 1 Pet. ii. 18—20, 
perfect obettience to which is sure instantly to destrc^ the prac- 
tice of slavery, which effect was doubtless one of their principal 
objects. It is certainly very remarkable, that the principal, if 
not the only motive from which servants of all classes are required 
to act, is obedience to the will of God, and a desire that his uam« 
and religion might receive honor and credit, in which motiva 
slaves as well as others ought to participate, though they owe no 
moral duty of slavirii service on account of their toasters or 
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addreaaed in Ist Tim. vi. 1, 3, were real slaves, becsuie the Roman 
ceremony of passiiig; priaonerB of war under the yoke, was uaed in 
token of their GonTenicm into property or slaves, whence the 
figurative phrase " onder the yoke" denoted their condition u 
such. As this was a pure heathen custom there could have been 
no inteDtion to approbate it in this passage, thon^ the latter i> 
otherwise worthy of very critical attention. 

We observe from the lai^uage of the pasrage, that these serviuit» 
or slaves were directed to honor their heathen masters, not trom 
any regard to the latter as deserving such respect, but from a 
much higher and more important motive, namely, — "that the ■ 
name of God and hia doctrine be not blasphemed," or in other 
words, that pro^e cursing, and swearing, and hatred of others, 
might be avoided, the same being the violation of the Third Com- 
mandment, most common among discontented ilaves as well as 
among their idle and dissipated masters, especially when irritated. 
This passage was intended to regulate the behavior of servants, 
indeed, as the directions in Matt. v. 39— 44 ; Rom. xii. 14, 19 — 
21, &c., were that of oppressed persons in general, but k fiunisfaedl 
no more moral justification or Scense to slavery, than these latter 
passages did to religious or other persecution ibr righteousnes* 
sidce — a distinction readily understood in every ether case except 
that of slavery. As additional evidence that the apostle had no 
design to regulate the practice of human slavery by these direc-' 
tions it is very remarkable tbat he gave no directions to masters 
at all in the passage, no doubt, for one very sufficient reason, 
that they held a sin&l relation to ttieir slaves wliieh he had no 
moral right to countenance, which he could hardly ^ to do by 
addressing them after su£h Sections to their slaves. Thus, this 
and the precedmg passages, which have been Rviewed in tiiia 
chapter, instead of being pro-staircry a* so moay contend, are 
directly the reverse, because they have^ the strongest anti-slaveiy 
tendency and effect. 

From the phraseology " believing masters," which occurs in tfie* 
passage last criticised, it has been s^;acioualy inferred in beh^ 
of davery, that Paul fellowshipped slaveholders, not only a« 
Christian brethren, but as tnembera of the Christian church, anil 
thus morally countenanced the practice of human slavery. Therei 
is no doubt that some slaveholders, as well as other heathen, were' 
•onverted by the preaching of this qwstle, and remained soch . 
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until they became conyiDced of the sinfulneM of their Blavehold- 
ing relations, but there is no evidence in this passage, or anywhere 
else, that Paul or the other apostles ever received them into 
church membership, before they discovered the sinfulness of 
slavery aad reuounced the practice of it. We see from his Epis- 
tles to the Corinthians, Galatians, imd others, that the great apostld 
to the gentiles had an immense deal of trouble with his new 
heathen converts, to wean them from the wicked heathen prac- 
tices to which they have been so long customarily addicted, hut 
we have no evidence that he admitted them to Christian church ' 
membership till they renounced those practices ; while from 
the well known historical fact, that the early progress of 
Christianity destroyed the practice of human slavery, wherever 
the Christian doctrines were preached in their purity, tho 
strong presumption is that he did not. There is do probability 
that the apostles fellowsbipped persons as church members, 
who lived in the customary practice of sins and crimes con- 
denmed in their epistles, because we see from such passages 
as 2 Cor. vi. ll, 17, Su:., that they excommunicated such 
persons and directed the other church members to shun their 
company. Why should they receive persons into church mem- 
bership beforehand, whom they were sure, "or almost sure, to ex- 
communicate afterwards t We see from the principal passage, 
that there was great danger that the converted slaves would 
despise the converted owners, and whyl Because the latter 
wen a di^;race to the new relig^tm they professed to have been 
converted to, and why? Because, although they had bees 
ccmverted to the true religion, they remained in the practice of 
a great sin utterly condemned by that religion, to the great dis- 
grace of the latter, as well as injustice and; injury to the slaves. 
Under such circumstances, nothing could be more necessary and 
proper than the directions of the apostles to these slaves, in 
order to prevent them as well as their masters disgracing the sama 
holy relipon. For these reasoas I would just as soon believe that 
the same apostle, who, in I Tim. i. 9, 10, condemned slaveholders 
with the same moral severity he did the worst of other criminah^ 
admitted the latter to church membership while living in the cus- 
tomary practice of their former sins, as that he admitted slavehold- 
ers to the same privilege while living in the practice of slaveryj 
; I-would just as sooa believe that this apostle continued a perso> 
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cator after his own conversion, as to believe in this pro-slavery 
pretence. It is certain that Paul had a great deal of difficulty, 
sorrow, and trouble, with his new converts from heathenism, oa 
account of their idolatrous and other evil heathen habits, but he 
never, knowingly, admitted any of them to church fellowship and 
Christian communion until they had renounced those habits. The 
reception of new couvertu to church privileges is predicated in the 
New Testament on the entire change in their former evil senti- 
inentB and practices, testified to by their voluntary obedience to 
the commands of Christ, and manifestation of good works, as 
evidence of their genuine conversion, as is clear from such pas- 
sages as Matt. iii. 8, 10, viii. 16, 20, xii, 33 ; John v. 29 j Bom. ii. 
6; 1 Ckir. v. 1, 5, 9; 2 Cor. v. 10; Col. iii. 5— 9; 1 John 
iii. 18, &o. The apostles being at all times under the immediate 
guidance and direction of the Holy Spirit of God, could never 
haVe knowingly violated the plain rule in their church organiza- 
tion, goTemment, and discipline. 

It is possible, though not at all probable, that the " believing 
masters" spoken of in this passage, had actually abandoned the 
practice of slavery. But whether they had or had not, the phrase 
IS used in the sense of similar phraseology, so often occurring in 
common modem practice, of giving epithets to persons which 
have characterizt^d their fanner lives, though radical changes have 
taken place in their characters and behavior. Thus the phrase 
" believing /ew," " converted /n^rfe/," " reformed (friMiA(ir(/,"Bu!., 
nmilar to the customary scriptural expressions, " the blind see," 
" the deaf Aear," "the lame uia/V'&<:'i"^i^o^>i^g^ut nonsense If 
they be understood as literally true, just as the foregoing phrases 
must he on the same understanding, because nobody supposes that 
converted infidels and reformed drunkards retain the vicious prac- 
tices they have been converted and reformed from. In like man- 
ner, it is unreasonable as well as unscriptural to suppose that 
''believing" or converted slaveholders in the apostles' time, con- 
tinued in the practice of slavery after they discovered the sinful- 
ness of it, though it is highly probable that many of them did 
before they made that important discovery. 



ANTI-SLA.TKRT BIBLE ARaCUSKT. , 



CHAPTER XIX. 

FBO-BUTZST PBRVEISIOKS OF TKS NEW TEBTAUENT. 

(CoTitmued.) 
EzuninatioD of the Eputla to FUleinoD. 
Gbsat reliance is placed by the advocates of human slavety os 
Paul's epistle to Philemon, as fiimiahii^ supposed evidence that 
the latter was a real dareholder, and at the same time a member 
of the Christian charch by the permiasioo of the apostle himseUl 
From these assumed premises they argue that the practice of human 
slavery cannot be a sin in itself, fot if it were, the apostle would 
(K)t have admitted Philemon to church membership. They also 
argue from the same premises, that the conduct of the Apostle in 
this case ia a sufficient moral warrant for the forcible seizure and 
restoration of fugitive slaves. On account of the confidence 
with which these pro-slavery pretences are advanced, the whole 
of this short epistle deserves a very attentive and critical coa< 
rideration: 

A slight examination of the epistle assures pa that Philemon 
was a member of the Christian church, but there ia not a particle 
> of evidence in it to foove that he was a slaveholder, but the re- 
verse, as I shall soon show. Nor is there any evidence that On^ 
.umus was a slave, but the reverse. The too common pro-slavery 
assumption that they respectively were such, is therefore a mera 
beting of the question j and that not only without, but sgeinst 
the evidence furnished by the same epistle. 

I have already remarked, that as the Greek words "douioa'* 
and "-oScetet" literally mean "servants," we have do means ot 
determining whether the persons designated in the New Testa- 
ment by these words were free servants or staves, except by the 
•ubject matter, by the conte^, and by the general description in 
the whole narrative. In this short epistle Onesimus is in the 16th 
verse called a " tlotiloi" or man-serraut simply, while in the poal- 



ogle 



rSO-SLATEBT FERTIBSIONS 0? TBS KEW TESTAHBNT. 83 

script at the end of the epistle, which ia supposed to hare been 
the ancient auperscription or direction to it, he is called an 
"oiftetu," or house, or domestic servant, nothing more being in* 
dicated by either word to show the specif nature of his servitude 
or setrice) to ascertain which, with any degree of reasonable proba- 
bility, we are compelled to resort to the subject matter contained 
io the context, or rather to the whole epistle, which, so far as it 
goes, is clearly indicative, or descriptive, not of slavish, but of free 
service, and leaves no reasonable doubt of the fact that OneBimns 
was a free and voluntary servant of some kind- Some conjecture 
from the expression, " in the fiesh," uaed in the same 16th verse, 
that Onesimns was a natural brother of Philemon, in which case 
there is no probability that the former was a slave, as the 
practice of euBlaving such near relations was not as common 
among the ancient heathen as it now is among modem Christians. 
From the general description in the epistle there is no doubt 
but that he had quitted his master Philemon's service without 
leave, and had unjustly injured the latter, and done wrong 
thereby, which he could not have done if he were a alave, because 
it is next to impossible for a slave unjustly to injure his o*ner 
by quitting his service. All the real injustice is on the side of 
the master by retaining the slave in bondage, and none at all on 
the part of the slave in esc^ung from the same bondage in which 
he is held contrary to justice. Nor is it credible if Onesimus 
were a slave, that the Apostle should have blamed him for obey- 
ing the Levitical statute contained in Deut. xxiii. 15, 16, ^' Thou 
shall not deliver unto his master the aervast which has escaped 
from his master onto thee. He shall dwell with thee, evenamong 
you, in that place which he shall choose m one of thy gates, 
where it liketh him best, thou shalt not oppress him." See ^so 
1 Cor. vii. 21, 23, where the same Apostle directed slaves to 
regun their liberty if they peaceably could. Ov^ht we for a mo- 
ment to believe that the Apostle who gave such directions, would 
have voluntarily assisted in restoring Unesimns to 'the stune 
unhappy condition he had just escaped from ; for this great Apostle 
not only acted consistently with his own ^teaching, but no man 
eTer lived who knew better than he did both the natural and 
revealed injustice and criminality of slavery, or who did less to 
favor and support it % Beside^ we see from the 18th and 19th 
verses of the epistle, that Oneumns could "owe" Philemon, 
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which was imposaible if he were a slave, but not only posuble 
but very probable, if he vere a free servant. There is not the 
slightest probability that the same Apostle, who, in 1 Tim. i. 9, 10, 
had characterized slavery as a crime equal to the worst kiqd of 
crimes, would have supposed Onesimus had done anything wrong 
in escaping from it, or would have advised him to return to it 
a^aiu. Fugitive slaves, when retaken and restored to their ownet^ 
were generally subjected to torture and other abuse in ancient as 
well as in modern times, a tate Paul would have been the laat 
man'in the world to assist in producing, especially on one of his 
own converts. As no man ever understood the Levitical law 
better than he did, and as he reverenced that law, he never would 
have, violated the statute in Deut. xxiii. 15, 16. The whole 
course of conduct pursued by the Apostle in the case is entirely 
inconsistent and incredible, on the supposition that Onesimus was 
8 slave, bat entirely consistent and credible, because morally 
right and proper, on the contrary supposition that Onesimus was a 
free servant. What a wicked notion is that contended for by 
so many pro-slavery people, that the author of Romans xii. 
employed himself in enticing back and restoring fugitive slaves ! 
Yet the conduct of the Apostle in this case is held up and 
quoted even by Christian Preachers, and professors of religion, as 
the moral model and justificatory example of all the slaveholders 
and slave- catchers in the world ! 

From the foregoing facta, taken in connection with the whole 
spirit and tenor of the epistle, there is not the slightest probability 
that Onesimus was a slave, or that Philemon was a slaveholder. 
The supposition that either were such is a libel on the Christian 
office and character of the Apostle Paul, and a wicked imputation 
on the special grace which gave him that office and character, see 
Acts xxii. 4, 5, 14 i Gal. i. 13—16, &c. 

From Paul's history and writings we have no more reason to 
believe that after his conversion he engaged in the practice of 
theft and other crimes than that he engaged in the frauduleot 
enticement or forcible seizure and restoration of fugitive slaves, 
the only eSectual means ever employed to return such fugitives. 
Being as the Apostle to the Gentiles the greatest preacher of the 
only true religion in the world, he would never have countenanced 
any kind of heathen customs such as slavery, and all its incidents 
clearly are. For these reasons I do not know of a more absurd 
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aad wicked perverrion of the Scripturea than that which repre- 
sents the ApoatleB and their coDverts to a religioQ which is " first 
pare, then peacekbla, gentle," &c. (James ill. 17), as engaged in 
the business of enticing, defrwdiog, seizing and sending bade 
innocent, heart'twokea lUves, to their masters who were ixk» our 
Blave holders. 



CHAPTER XX. 

GONCLITStOIT — KBPIBCTIONfl , 

Thb pro-slavery icriptural perversions, which have now been 
ezpoaed and refuted, are all that are worthy of special notice. 
They constitute the principal " refuge oi lies" by which modern 
slavery h^s been morally justified among Christians^; and now that 
they are efiectually exploded, it is euiies]tly hoped and expected 
that the final overthrow of the system will be speedy and complete. 
These perversioas have been the principal fortress of Christian sIb/- 
very inmodern times, the destruction of which will be asore prelude 
to the fall of its idol. It will be comparatively easy to reAite other 
pro-slavery pretenees, because they all morally depend on the great 
pervernons now destroyed. Well do the Scriptures represent such 
perverriooB, as among the greatest sins, not-only on account of their 
wicked nature, but on account of their tremendous necessary ten- 
dency to dMtroy public and private happiness, which tendency was 
never more powerfully exemplified by anjrtbing than by the pro- 
gress of HK>dem Christiaa slavery. Chiefly on the credit and by 
the influence of these perveruoos, millions of human beings have 
bean customarily robbed of their rights, their liberties, their haj^ 
piness, and Uieir lives, merely td gratify and pamper the wicked 
lusts of others, who have also been cuatomanly corrupted and 
destroyed, by the same wicked gratifications, and thus more misery 
end destruGtlon inflicted on manlund by these, than by any other 
wicked causes- f>om such awful consequences, more perhapv 
than by uiything else, we can easily discover and realize the 
dreacUul enormity of the sin of scriptural pervemon. As has 
bem already remarked, these perversions were entirely pf Catholic 
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origin, though afterwards copied and adopted hy all classes of 
Protestants, ai souad theological doctrine — which conduct, if it do 
not prove the Protestant churches to be the " Harlot" spoken of in 
Rev. xvii. 5, furnishes no proof that the Catholic church is the 
" Mother" mentioned in the same passage. The same perver* 
tions have produced a alaveholding priesthood and pe9ple, all 
over Christendom, and laid the foundation of slavery and oppres- 
sion everywhere. They have produced a slaveholding Cfiris- 
tianity, the propagation of which has been visibly followed by 
the displeasure of God, in eVery part of the world where the 
Christian religion now prevails — the same and similar perverdon a 
being also customarily employed, to justify the ariatocralic oppres- 
sion, the laxury, the lewdness, the duelling, the wars, and many 
other public vices so customarily prevalent in all Christian coun- 
tries. Nor do these terrible effects stop here. It is in vdn to 
preach this pro-slavery religion to the heathen, who will not 
receive it, as indeed they ought not — for such religion not only 
morally justifies slavery itself, but also all other crimes necessary 
to support it, and must therefore, in the opinion of every intelli- 
gent heathen, be as false at least as hia own religion ; and operating 
thus to the special injury of the heathen by enslaving (hem, they 
will reject it with abhorrence and disdain. A religion so per- 
verted, and falsified, and discredited, ought not to prevail, for all 
perversions of the true religion render it a false one, and a false 
religion is worse than none at all. Such fatal consequences show 
the extreme necessity of works like this, the design of which is to 
overthrow and destroy such destructive perverriona. 

Nest t 'perversions, the most fatal mistake ever made in the 
science of the true theolc^, is the doctrine of neglecting and 
rejecting a part of the law of God in practice-^for according to 
the precepts of that law, as revealed in the Pentateuch and ratified 
in the New Testament, it was designed to be universal, and to 
oblige every human being to obey the whole of it, see Gen. i. 26, 
S8, xii. 3, ixii. 18, xxvi. 3 — 5, ixviii. 14; Deut. xrrii. 26, 
xxviii. I, 15 i Jer. xi. 3, 4 ; Eie. xviii. 21 ; Matt, v, 17, 19 ; 
Kom. iii. 20, 21, 23 ; James ii. 10, &c., &c. These and numerous 
similar passages prove, that the promises made to Abraham 
extended to all mankind ; that the mortU law given to hia 
posterity, was given to all ; that it was to remain in force until the 
whole of it was fulfilled ; that all mankind were bound to obey 
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the whole and every put of it, and that all had violated it and 
needed a Saviour. Now thii law, as revealed in the Pentateuch, 
consists of three distinct parts : 

1. The typical, fi^rvtive or ceremonial j 

2. The religious or moral ; 

3. The practical or civil. 

Of these three parts, the firat'only is fulfilled, by the advent and 
death of Christ, while none of the parts are repealed. The whole 
of this law is still in force, the political portion as well as, the test, 
and it is bom want of coaformity to it alone, that there is so much 
destruction Mid misery in the world. All the human laws in the 

- world, which do not conform to this law, are morally null and void 
as wicked laws. But as no human- code does . thus conform, but 
has ^eatly deviated from God's law, all human codes are in many 
respects morally void, and it is a great sin thus to obey them. 
And so strict are the requirements of this great law, that the least 
deviation from it is held to be equivalent to a violation of the 
whole 1 What then are we to think of most human codes, as well 
as human actitsia 1 

To preserve obedience, and prevent disobedience to this great 
law, the true church is the great worldly agent appointed by 
G-od himself, see Matt. v. 13, 16, &c. From the various descrip- 
tions given of it in the Scriptures, we find, that by its own coosti- 
tution it embodies the elements of all reformatory agencies, being 

* of itself a Bible, Tract, Missionary, Temperimce, Anti-Slavery, 
and Moral Reform Society, and is intended to perform all the fuoc- 
tioos of these agencies. But the very necessity of them, separate 
from the church, proves the melancholy fact, that the latter, 
instead of taking the lead, is following in the track of moral 
reform 1 1 The pulpit ia the place specially appointed by God, 
from which to attack slavery and other public vices, but it is not 
used for that purpose, because it has become corrupted by them. 
Wo to true moral reform, when the moral salt of the earth has 
lost its savor ! Had the Christian church always done its duty 
in relation to public vices of every desciiption, they would 
have been etmtinuaUy checked and d^royed, Emd the world kept 
in comparative peace and happiness. Much is said in the Scrip- 
tares about false prophets and false priests, who are represented 

'and condemned as among the greatest of sinners, because their 
agency is more corrupt and corrupting than aivj other, see Neb. 
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ix. 31; Jer. ii. 8, v. 31, zxzii. 32; Lain. iv. 13; Bze. xxii. 
25—28 i Maft. uiv. 24 ; 2 Pet. ii. 1, flw. From the numerous 
pasaages of this kind occurrLog chiefly in the true Prophets, we 
find false priests uniformly deicribed, as those who either neglect 
to teach the whole moral law, or else teach it Msely by perver- 
uons, EUkd thus lead the people astray into cvistomary sins, a descrip- 
tion which ought to make most, if not all oui Christiui Freach- 
en and teachers tremble — ^for which of them pretend to teach the 
whole moial law to theii hearers 1 Some are unable for want of 
kuowle^e, but those who are able know the attempt wcrald ruin 
their popularity at this corrupt period, and hence they either 
neglect or pervert a lai^e part of the moral law to please their 
C(»Tupt hearers. How then can they say with Paul (Acts xx. 26, 
27), " I am pure from the blood of all men, for I have not shunned 
to declare onto you all the counsel of God." 

If any portion of the Christian priesthood are now so ignorant, 
as honestly to believe in (he perversions, which have here been 
exposed and refuted, they are "blind leaders of the blind," and 
ought to be silenced f(^ incompetency as well as heresy. But 
cm the other hand those of them who undentand these perver- 
sions, but will not faithfully expose, and refute, and bear their 
official testimony against them, are even worse than the other 
class, being by exact description the "dumb" and "greedy dogs" 
alluded to in Isa. Ivi. 10, 11, and the Mse priests and teachers 
mentioned in other passages, who for the sake of worldly popu- 
larity, ease, wealth, tavor and patronage, wilfully neglect their 
|dain official duty in this reject ; and they ought for that reason also 
to be silenced. The reli^ous services of these men must be wone 
than useless, because, if the very prayers and other religious ser- 
vices of the wicked are an abomination to the Lord (see Fiov. xv. 
8, xxviii. 9; Isa. i. 11 — 15, &c.), all such services and other 
religious exertions of those who believe in Scriptural slaveiy, or 
who pretend to, while theydo not, and who justify human slavery 
on that ground, must be most heinously sinful, and only increase 
the moral guilt of those who practise them, without any just 
reason to expect the divine favor and blessing, but the reverse ■ 
In this terrible censure, I include Protestants equally with 
Catholics, becanse they are equally guilty in' the propagation 
of these wicked perversions, and of the alaveholding practices 
cpsaequent upon them. So far as I have been able to aacertain 
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there is no bssential difiereuce in the amount of pro-Blavery cor- 
ruption, existing in each of these great divisions of the so called 
Christian church. 

Human slavery, like most other public and customary sins, is 
entirely of heathen origin, having in modem times been ori^nally 
adopted by modem Christians (in TiolatioO and defiance of their 
oira religtoo, from the daveholding cuatomg of the heathen negroes 
in Airioa), who afterwards justified and sustdned it by the 
perversions which have been reviewed. Such slaveiy is also a 
state or condition of permament public and private war, as we 
know from the obvious fact, {hat it is at all times and under all 
circumstances, supported by public and private fraud, force and 
violence, and by no other means, as fully and as completely as any 
other form or mode of war is ; and also from another fact equally 
striking, that it is equally destructive to the public prosperity 
and private happiness of every country that allows and pursues it, 
as any other kind of war is. The constant operation of all the 
eTil passions engendered by it, between the enslavers and the 
enalaved, necessarily produces this effect, as has been fully exem- 
plified in every slave country both in ancient and modem times. 
Hence both slaveholders and slaves are always discontented and 
unhappy. But besides this, it so interferes with all the free inte- 
rests and policy, of every country, in which it prevails, that none 
of these interests and policy can be harmonized with it and 
successfully pursued, so long as the curse is permitted to exist 
unchecked and unpoutrolled. Thus, none of the great political 
Ineasures, so much controverted in the United States, can ever 
be satisfactorily adjusted and settled, until slavery is entirely 
abolished and destroyed — the reason why human slavery possesses 
such immense political influence being because it is so highly 
political in its own nature, which is proved by the well known 
fact, that it has done, and is doing, more to diminish the public 
temporal prosperity of mankind, than any other single public 
institution in the world. 

The belief is almost universally prevalent in the Chrittian 
world, because it is generally countenanced by the Christian 
clergy, that the Scriptures do not teach what is generally called 
t' politics" or political action at all, and that Christians, a^ such, 
have nothing to do with such action-r-than which a greater heresy 
never existed, for the Bible is the strongest and best political 
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